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Dear Secretary Bose:
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Several large energy and indi | facilities p ly exist in to the site of the
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Gympsum Plant; RESCO garbage buming facility; power facilities in Stony Poimmdl-lavu'stmw NY

and, the 1,000 MW Champlain-Hudson power cable, which FERC

ouantities of power, memmdpdhmmammhmhawymaﬂmdwmmumtyﬂgm

sw. How much more can one small community safely accommodate?

Algonquin’s route is ptably Within a mile from the proposed route you will

ffind I school and th ds ofprivmhomnAnuprdonofagaslhodWs

'magnitude in our area would be hic. Our fire dep is not equipped to handle

such a di The p wilrun under high voltage power lines, numerous fault lines,

anddoaomvﬂuatispmposodbyWastPohtPamen ~ a high voltage power converter station
1,000 MW buried cable on thc same property.
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FL-1

FL1-1

FL1-2

See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA1-9, SA4-2, SA4-5, SA7-4, LA1-4,
and LA1-9.

Section 4.9.9 of the EIS points to beneficial impacts the Project may have on
local economies. Your opposition to the Project is noted.
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A total of 2 commentorsubmittecthis letter.

FL-2

FL2-1

FL2-2

FL2-3
FL2-4

FL2-5

FL2-6

The proposed facilities do not include any production or "fracking" wells. See
also the response to comment FA4-24.

Comment noted. Renewable energies and their existing and foreseeable
contributions to the diversity of the energy supply are described in section 3.2.2
of the EIS. However, the current demand for natural gas cannot be met within
the timeframe required by Algonquin customers.

We disagree. See the response to comment CO12-13.

The text of section 3.2.2 of the EIS has been revised to acknowledge the
emission benefits associated with energy conservation and the use of renewable
energies such as solar and wind versus natural gas.

Comment noted. Sections 4.3.2.6 and 4.4.3 of the EIS discuss impacts on and
mitigation for surface waters and wetlands. Appendix J of the EIS discusses the
potential release of drilling fluid during the HDDs and measures that would be
implemented to minimize impacts.

Comment noted.
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A total of 4 commentorsubmittecthis letter
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FL-3

FL3-1
FL3-2

FL3-3

FL3-4
FL3-5
FL3-6

See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA4-2, and SA7-4.

We disagree with the commentor’s characterization of emission increases from
the Project. See the responses to comments SA4-1 and SA4-9.

Comment noted. Information on impacts and mitigation measures for
groundwater and surface water are discussed in sections 4.3.1.7 and 4.3.2.6 of
the EIS. As discussed in section 4.3.1.6 of the EIS, the proposed Project
facilities would not interact with radiologically contaminated groundwater at the
IPEC site. Radioactive material in the gas is discussed in section 4.11.1.3 of the
EIS. Based on our analysis, we find that the risk of exposure to radon or other
radioactive material is not significant.

See the response to comment FL3-1.
See the responses to comments SA4-5, SA4-10, and CO14-25.

Comment noted.
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A total of 107 commentorsubmitteckhis letter.
In additionover26,400signaturesvereobtainet OR'G' NAL
throughanonline petition.

Peekskill, New York
September 3, 2014

Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission

888 First Street NE, Room 1

Washington, DC 20426

RE: Al in I tal (“AIM™) Project:

FERC Docket No. CP 14-96-00

Dear Secretary Bose:

Please accept the following comments on the Draft Envi | fmpact S

(“DEIS") for the proposed Algonquin I | Market (“AIM™) pipeline expansion

project (the “Pipeline”), particularly as it affects Westcl and Putnam counties in New

York State. ] urge the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (“FERC™) to withdraw the
DEIS and take no further action on the application until all of the matters included in these
comments are addressed in a revised DEIS.
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FL4 — Mel Garfinkel (cont’d)
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k- * STOP THE ALGONQUIN PIPELINE EXPANSION!

Imminent Danger to Safety and Health in
New York, Connecticut, Rhode Island and Massachusetts!

Please sign this petition to elected officials, FERC,
and other [nvolved Agencies
to reject this unsafe natural gas infrastructure proposal!

To: Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First Street NE, Room 1A
Washington, DC 20426

.41 | We, the undersigned, for the following r strongly oppose Spectra Energy’s
Algonquin Incremental Market (AIM) project, a pr d major expansion of natural

P

A PP

metering stations. The project is under review by the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission (FERC), Docket # PF13-16.

power lines just a few hundred feet from Indian Point nuclear power plant and 40
years of spent nuclear fuel rods, near the Ramapo and Stamford fauits. It would
continue through Westchester and Putnam Counties and into Connecticut, Rhode
Island and Massachusetts.

Fldd | * Inadeq pipeline regulation and oversight and Spectra’s history of safety
issues increase threat to public health, safety, water & food supplies, and economy.

Fl4-5 | * Potentially high levels of radon, the leading cause of lung cancer in non-smokers
nationwide, will be transported in the pipeline from Pennsylvania’s Marcellus Shale.

gas infrastructure in NY, CT, RI and MA includj ded pipeli compressor and

42 * Unacceptably dangerous route and convergence of extreme risks! Proposed high
pressure 42" diameter pipeline would cross from Stony Point, Rockland County under
the Hudson River into Westchester County, NY, intersect two proposed mega voltage

FL4-3 « Public safety riskl Explosions have occurred in both compressor stations and gas
‘ pipelines. An explosion at or near Indian Point would be an unimaginable catastrophe.

FL4-1

FL4-2

FL4-3

FL4-4

FL4-5

FL-5

Comment noted.

See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA4-2, and SA7-4.

See the response to comment SA4-25.

We disagree. As shown in table 4.12.2-3 of the EIS, Spectra's reportable
incident and leak rates are significantly lower than industry averages. See the
response to comment CO14-25.

See the response to comment SA4-4.
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FL4-6|e  Polluting compressor station expansions proposed for Stony Point and Southeast,
NY, Cromwell and Chaplin, CT and Burrillville, RI expose people, pets and wildlife to
many tons of highly toxic emissions per year.

1471 Severe health effects associated with compressor stations emissions: nosebleeds,

headaches, dizziness, skin rashes, respiratory, developmental, neurological and
cardiovascular prablems, leukemia, breast, kidney and liver cancer-.

TL4-§|» Taxpayers bear the costs of additional emergency response actions, healthcare,

damage to water supplies and other impacts.

F14-9le  Pipelines and compressor stations emit methane, a greenhouse gas far more potent

than carbon dioxide, contributing to climate change.

V14191 Proposed expansion significantly exceeds the volume of natural gas committed for
purchase by local distributors. Taxpayers should not bear steep costs of public health,
envir and icimp of natural gas infrastructure for the purpose of
facilitating natural gas export.

F14-11]»  Expansion and construction of gas infrastructure unwisely direct taxpayer dollars to
increased production and use of polluting fossil fuels when both public funds and
private investment should be focused on energy efficiency, conservation, and non-
polluting renewable energy resources.

Therefore, FERC must reject the AIM project and endorse the NO BUILD option!
This petition is agreed upon by the following signatories:

Name M& i GM ‘['\f (4 & {

Address ZZ 4[\965///5 /5/5 ézﬂ h<d

zip /OS5 [ /

Email /Vk’/law—pmker/f\/n//\ad - Corg
¥ AL

Please read Comment Fact Sheet to support necessity of rejecting the AIM project.
For more Resources, visit SAPE website www.sape2016.org

FL-6

FL4-6

FL4-7

FL4-8

FL4-9

FL4-10

FL4-11

See the responses to comments SA4-1 and SA4-9.

See the responses to comments SA4-1 and SA4-9.

See the responses to comments LA1-4 and LA1-9 regarding the costs for
emergency response. Impacts on water supplies are addressed in section 4.3 of
the EIS.

See the response to comment CO7-3.

The requested Certificate would only authorize Algonquin to transport the
specified additional volumes of natural gas. Transportation above those volumes
would be a violation of its Certificate. See also the response to comment CO15-
4 regarding this project's purpose for delivery to local distribution companies
and municipalities.

Comment noted. Energy conservation including a discussion of federal and state
programs aimed at increasing energy conservation are described in section 3.2.1
of the EIS. Renewable energies are discussed in section 3.2.2 of the EIS.
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A total of 3 commentorsubmittecthis letter

ORIGINAL

Somers; New York
September 4, 2014

Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First Street NE, Room 1
Washington, DC 20426

RE: Algonquin Incremental Market (“AIM”) Project:
FERC Docket No. CP 14-96-00

Dear Secretary Bose:

Please accept the following comments on the Draft Envil | Impact S

(“DEIS”) for the proposed Algonquin I | Market (“AIM”) pipeline expansion

project (the “Pipeline™), p larly as it affects Westch and Putnam counties in New
FI.5-1| York State. I urge the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (“FERC”) to withdraw the

DEIS and take no further action on the application until all of the matters included in these

comments are addressed in a revised DEIS.
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FL-7

FL5-1

See the responses to comments FA4-1 and SA1-12.
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FL5 — Anonymous (cont’d)
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» STOP THE ALGONQUIN PIPELINE EXPANSION!

REJECT SPECTRA ENERGY’S PROPOSED AIM GAS PIPELINE
AND COMPRESSOR STATION EXPANSION PROJECT

Spectra Energy’s proposed Algonquin Incremental Market (AIM) gas pipeline expansion
project is under review by the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC),
Docket # CP14-96. The AIM expansion includes addition of a 42" diameter, high pressure
pipeline to the three already existing pipelines that cross under the Hudson River from
Rockland County, New York and enter Westchester County. The new pipeline would
intersect underground with proposed high voltage power lines in close proximity to the
Indian Point nuclear power plant’s 40 years of spent nuclear fuel rods and the Ramapo and
Stamford fault lines. Its route continues through Westchester and Putnam Counties, NY
and into Connecticut, Rhode Island and Massachusetts. The AIM project also includes
expanded gas compressor stations in Stony Point and Southeast, NY, Oxford, Cromwell and
FL5-2 |Chaplin, CT, and Burrillville, RI. Expansion and construction of gas infrastructure unwisely
direct taxpayer dollars to increased production and use of polluting fossil fuels when both
public funds and private investment should be focused on energy efficiency, conservation,
and non-polluting renewable energy resources.

TO: THE FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION,
INVOLVED AGENCIES and ELECTED OFFICIALS

WE OPPOSE the expansion of the Algonquin pipeline and compressor stations for
numerous reasons including but not limited to:

F1.5-3] -1t poses an unacceptable risk to public health and safety across the Northeast. A pipeline
or compressor station explosion, rupture or other accident could cause a major region-
wide catastrophe, particularly an accident occurring in close proximity to the Indian Point
nuclear power facility. A full risk assessment of all infrastructure and project proposals
should be included in the Environmentai Impact Study (EIS) factoring in pipeline
explosions and methane leaks from infrastructure.

TLS-4| -Natural gas pipelines and compressor stations are subject to leakage and explosions.
Compressor stations emit tons of highly toxic pollutants into the air annually, significantly
degrading air quality. Leakage of methane, a far more potent greenhouse gas than carbon
dioxide, contributes to climate change. FERC should consider the climate change impacts of
this proposal by adopting a carbon neutral standard for pipeline approval including life
cycle impacts of methane extraction and transport upon climate change.

FL3-5| .Health impacts associated with compressor station emissions include nosebleeds, visual
impairment, neurological and respiratory problems, leukemia, aplastic anemia, lung, liver,
kidney and cardiovascular disease. Children, pregnant women, elderly and health-
compromised populations are particularty vulnerable. Cumulative impacts of the entire

FL5-2

FL5-3

FL5-4

FL5-5

FL-8

See the response to comment FL4-11.

See the response to comment FA4-25.

See the responses to comments FA4-23, SA4-1, CO12-13, and CO14-25.

See the response to comment SA4-10. Cumulative impacts are discussed in
section 4.13 of the EIS.
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FLs-5 | proposal should be assessed and a formal Health Impact Assessment should be conducted

(contd) | and included in the EIS.

FL5-o| -The Marcellus Shale, the source for new natural gas supply underlying Pennsylvania, Ohio,
West Virginia and New York, is known for potentially high levels of radon. This could pose
a serious risk of radon exposure from gas-fueled appliances in homes, schools and
businesses including kitchen stoves, ovens, dryers, hot water heaters and boilers. Radon is
considered the leading cause of lung cancer in non-smokers nationwide according to
federal and global health agencies. Cumulative impacts of these multiple exposures must
be evaluated as part of the Health Impact Assessment (HIA).

FI5-7| -Taxpayers bear the costs of additional emergency response actions, healthcare, damage to
water supplies and other impacts. Full economic analysis must be addressed to determine
the capacity of municipalities to cover these costs.

F1.5-8| -Inadequate pipeline regulation and oversight and Spectra’s history of safety issues
amplifies the serious threat posed by this proposal to public health, safety, water and food
supplies, and the economy.

TL5-9| -The proposed expansion of the existing Algonquin pipeline and the compressor stations
significantly exceeds the volume of natural gas committed for purchase by local
distributors. FERC must identify the need for expanded pipeline and related infrastructure
based on public necessity. Taxpayers should not bear the steep costs of public health,
environmental and economic impacts of natural gas infrastructure for the purpose of
facilitating natural gas export.

Tell FERC to reject the AIM project and endorse the NO BUILD option!

Submit your comments to FERC expressing your concerns on this project.

Go to www.ferc.goy, click on Documents and Filings. Use eComment for a short statement,
eFiling for a longer one. The comment should refer to Algonquin Incremental Market
Project, Docket # CP14-96.

Address comments to Ms. Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary.

Tell other Involved Agencies to deny permits on the AIM project!
Contact your elected officials!

REFERENCES:
Quote from Irwin Redlener, MD, Director, National Center for Disaster Preparedness, Earth
Institute and Professor of Health Policy and Management, Columbia University

FL3-10| "] am very concerned about the proposed plan to expand the Algonquin pipeline without a
thorough, objective review of the environmental impact and potential public health risks
that might be posed by this project. Of particular concern is the proximity of the project to
a significant seismic zone and the Indian Point nuclear plant. This combination of factors
presents a real risk of major disaster with profound, long-term impact on the region, | truly
hope that the time and resources will be made available to assess the safety of the project
and reassure the public that every possible risk has been properly examined.”

For more information on oil and gas infrastructure, please visit www.sape2(16.org

FL-9

FL5-6

FL5-7

FL5-8

FL5-9

FL5-10

See the response to comment SA4-4.

See the responses to comments LA1-4 and LA1-9 regarding the costs for
emergency response. Impacts on water supplies are addressed in section 4.3 of
the EIS.

See the responses to comments CO14-25 and FL4-4.

See the response to comment CO15-4.

See the responses to comments FA4-25 and SA4-2.
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Summary of Spectra Energy Algonquin Incremental Market (AIM) Project

Spectra Energy's dA in Incr 1 Market (AIM} natural gas pipeline expansion project
is under review by Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) Docket #CP14-96.
The AIM ion project includ ddition of 42" high-] crossing under

P
Hudson River from Rockland, into Westchester to Yorktown; from Southeast in Pumam County and into
Connecticut. Route continues into Rhode Island, and Massachusetts.

Project includes expansion of 6 existing compressor stations, 24 existing metering and regulating stations,
and construction of 3 new metering and regulating stations.

FL5-11|Praposed pipeline intersects underground with two proposed high voltage power lines in close

|proximity to Indian Point nuclear power plant’s spent fuel rod pool and Ramapo and Stamford seismic fault
lines.

FLS-1 2|Namral gas pipelines and compressor stations are subject to leakage and explosions.

FL5-13|Pipeline or compressor station explosion, rupture or other accident could cause major catastrophe,
particularly an accident occurring in close proximity to Indian Point nuclear power facility (1500 feet).
Indian Point is the only nuclear power plant in the nation with gas pipelines on site. Federal
regulation could prohibit close proximity between gas pipelines and nuclear power facilities.

FLS-1 y Ci i (NRC) acl ges that risk is of AIM project must be
conducted as part of requirements of 10 CFR 50.59 due to significant hazard posed by this new large,

high pressure pipeline and its close proximity to the Indian Point nuclear power facility. However,
INRC proposes analysis after project is approved.

According to Pipeline Safety Trust, 1,893 gas pipeli i occurred k 1994-2013
hawever, industry not required to report accidents.

FL5-15|

FLS- |n|MlmlcipalIties may bear costs involved with emergency training and special equipment including foam to
ish fires, and first resp to a pipeline, compressor or metering station event.

FL5-17] A]gonquin Gas Transmission LLC and Spem Energy Partners may not have adequate resources or
coverage to rei ipalities for costs borne by the municipality should an event occur
that requires first responders’ emergency response.

FL5-18|Expansion of AIM pipeline infrastructure may interfere with the ability of property owners in or near
the path of expanded AIM pipeline infrastructure to obtain or maintain a mortgage or property

insurance or both.

FL5-19] Each compressor station and other components of gas pipeline infrastructure and operations
(including but not limited to metering and regulating stations, pipelines, valves, fittings and pigging
operations) emit thousands of tons of highly toxic into the air Tuding nitrogen
oxides, volatile organic compounds, and carbon dioxide. Each structure within the project is individually
assessed by FERC and other involved permitting agencics, however CUMULATIVE impacts of all AIM project
infrastructure components are not evaluated.

FLS5-20|Combustion products from compressor stations and other gas pipeline infrastructure and operations

| cnmblne with volatile arganic ds, heat and to produce g d-level ozone which
respi 'y and car Y
FL3-21| from the current A in Pipeline infrastructure have not been fully evaluated to establish

|a baseline for air quality.

FL5-22| The current air emissions will be significantly increased by the expansion of the Southeast and Stony
Point compressor stations and other gas pipeline infrastructure and operations, and the tri-state region
including Rockland, Westchester, and Putnam Counties, is already considered a NONATTAINMENT ZONE for
air quality standards according to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency and exceeds the limits for air
pollutants including ground level Ozone and Particulate Matter.

FL5-23| Stony Point Compressor Station is expected to increase to 59,200 hp. Southeast Compressor Station is
expected to increase to 53,000 hp. (Minisink Compressor Station in Orange County, NY is 12,260 hp)

Acute health impacts lmked wnh air emissi from
ucture and bleed:

and other gas pipeline
visual impairment, respiratory impacts, bronchitis, severe

FL5-11
FL5-12
FL5-13
FL5-14
FL5-15

FL5-16
FL5-17
FL5-18
FL5-19

FL5-20
FL5-21
FL5-22

FL5-23

FL-10

See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA4-2, and SA7-4.
Comment noted.

See the response to comment FA4-25.

See the response to comment FA4-25.

Natural gas pipelines are subject to stringent incident notification and reporting
requirements, as discussed in section 4.12.2 of the EIS.

See the responses to comments LA1-4 and LA1-9.
See the responses to comments LA1-4 and LA1-10.
See the response to comment LA5-25.

See the response to comment CO12-10.

See the responses to comments SA4-1 and SA4-9.
See the responses to comments SA4-1 and SA4-9.

We disagree with the commentor's characterization of emission increases at the
Southeast and Stony Point Compressor Stations. See the responses to comments
SA4-1 and SA4-9.

See the responses to comments SA4-1 and SA4-9.
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FL5-23 | headaches, decreased motor skills, irregular heartbeat, skin rashes, dizziness, allergic reactions, fatigue, joint

and muscle pain, nausea, vomiting, confusion, depression, anxiely, sinus problems, skin, nose, eye, throat and
lung irritation.

Chronic health impacts linked with air emissions from compressor stations and other gas pipeline
infrastructure and operations: Damage to liver, kidneys, lungs, cardiovascular system, nervous system,
changes in blood cells and blood clotting ability, mutagenic and neurological impacts, aplastic anemia,
leukemia, reproductive damage and damage to developing fetus.

Children, infants and fetuses are uniquely vulnerable to toxic exposures and are at greater risk. Pound
for pound, they take in more contaminants than adults and their organ systems are not fully developed
making it more difficult for them to detoxify or eliminate toxins.

Other vulnerable populations at higher risk include the elderly, and those with respiratory and
cardiovascular disease or immune compromised systems.

Planned and unplanned partial or full of compressor and other gas pipeline
infrastructure pose an increased risk of exposure to toxic pollutants. In the event of blowdowns, LACK
OF PUBLIC NOTIFICATION impedes the public’s ability to take prompt emergency measures.

Potential exposure to Radon gas mixed in natural gas supply from Marcellus Shale underlying
Pennsylvania, Ohio, West Virginia and New York, known for high levels of Radon. Radon mixes with and stays
in the gas as it is transported via pipeline from wellheads to gas i in homes and busi (eg.
stoves, ovens, dryers, hot water heaters, and boilers).

Radon is considered the leading cause of lung cancer in non-smokers. It is an odorless, tasteless, and
colorless gas formed by the radioactive decay of Radium, Uranium and Thorium. Radium-226 has a half -life
of 1600 years. Decay products of Radon are Lead, a neuro-toxicant classified as a probable carcinogen, and
Polonium, a radioactive carcinogen. They are solids known to attach to dust particles. Radon is absorbed by
the lungs, decays further into Polonium and Lead damaging lung tissue.

|Potential exposure to radi in pipelines at Pipeline L Gauge (PIG)

launching staging areas. Radium precipitate, Radon and its decay products, Lead and Polonium, can
laccumulate in the pipelines.

[There is no safe level of exposure to Radon or Lead. The U.S. EPA action level for Radon is at 4 pCi/L

gh the World Health Organization set the limitat 2.7 pCi/L due to increased levels of background
Fadiation exposure today. Many New York counties have high background levels of Radon that are already at
or above mitigation levels.

ly occurring materials (NORM) are distributed through geologic formations and exist
undisturbed in nature whether at the earth’s surface or below the surface. However, when NORM are
disturbed and transported by human activity to human environments they are considered technologically
lenhanced naturally occurring radloactive materials (TENORM), increasing potential of exposure that
may result in concentration levels above background levels. The Radon gas and decay products transported
through gas delivery infrastructure qualify as TENORM. There are no regulatory guidance documents for
INORM and TENORM for the oil and gas industry by federal and state agencies.

TL5-28 I:ipellne regulation and oversight are inadequate.

pectra Energy has history of safety issues.

FLs.zutl‘he proposed Algonquin expansion project may be part of a larger infrastructure expansion intended

for export purposes.

from Irwin » MD, Director, National Center for Disaster Preparedness, Earth
Institute and Professor of Health Policy and Management, Columbia University:

TL5-30[1 am very concerned about the proposed plan to expand the Algonquin pipeline without a thorough,

objective review of the enviranmental impact and potential public heaith risks that might be posed by this
roject. OF particular concern is the proximity of the project to a significant seismic zone and the Indian Point
uclear plant. This combination of factors presents a real risk of major disaster with profound, long term
mpact on the region. | truly hope that the time and resources will be made available to assess the safety of
he project and reassure the public that every possible risk has been properly examined.”

PLEASE VISIT WWW.SAPE2016.0RG FOR RESOURCES AND REFERENCES.

FL-11

FL5-24

FL5-25

FL5-26

FL5-27

FL5-28
FL5-29

FL5-30

See the response to comment SA4-3.

See the response to comment SA4-4.

See the response to comment SA4-4.

See the response to comment SA4-4.

See the responses to comments CO14-25 and FL4-4.

See the response to comment CO15-4.

See the responses to comments FA4-25 and SA4-2.
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of 3 commentorsubmittecthis letter

Dear Secretary Bose,

As a proud and highly-trained member of Laborers’ Local 754 of Rockiand County, | urge FERC to support
the Spectra Energy Algonquin Incremental Market (AIM) Project, Docket Number CP14-96-000, The AIM
Project will bring hundreds of local, good-paying construction jobs, safer, state-of-the-art energy
infrastructure and new, abundant, low-cost natural gas supplies to the Northeast.

The AIM Project — a private infrastructure investment that expands the pipeline capacity of Spectra’s
exlsting Algonquin Gas Transmission system — will allow abundant reglonal natural gas supplies from
the Appalachian basin to flow reliably into the Northeast, helping to meet the ever increasing demand in
this time of severe climate change while lowering home and business energy costs.

The New York State Laborers’ Union are 100% committed in making the AIM Project a success using
local, highly-skilled and experienced union members that have certified training with years on the job
laying pipe.

In addition to creating new, good paying, local union jobs, the Spectra Energy AlM Project will also bring
a considerable amount of new tax revenue and improvement benefits to our communities and
townships. | urge FERC to approve this critical energy infrastructure project for all of our futures.

Thank you.

Laborers Local 754
Rockland County, NY 10977

. ) y) ) g 2
Address: ﬂ,()\/,’m%/cmz V4 4577 / 5
Date: 5/~ //- /4

~/ o424 f} (/)./Jxmj

™

FL-12

FL6-1

Comment noted.
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FL6 — Joseph C. (cont’d)

“The attachments to this letter are too voluminous to include in this LIS. They are available for viewing on
the FERC website at http://www .ferc.cov. Using the “cLibrary™ link, select “General Scarch” from the
eLibrary menu, enter the selected date range and “Docket No.” excluding the last three digits (i.e., CP14-
96-000), and follow the instructions. For assistance please contact FERC Online Support at
FERCOnlineSupporti@ferc.gov or toll free at 1-866-208-3676, or for TTY, contact 202-502-8659. The
Category/ Accession number for this submittal is 20140924-4008.
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A total of 4 commentorsubmittecthis letter

We urge the FERC to withdraw the DEIS until the following are addre
“nllvy.

3 Lhe
pipeline furtl

FL-14

FL7-1

FL7-2

FL7-3
FL7-4

FL7-5

Alternatives considered in the vicinity of the Buchanan- Verplanck Elementary
School and IPEC facility are discussed in section 3.5.1 of the EIS, which has
been revised to include a discussion of these specific facilities. See also the
responses to comments FA4-25, SA1-8, SA1-9, and SA4-5.

See the responses to comments SA1-9 and SA4-5.

See the response to comment FA4-25.

We have independently reviewed information provided by Algonquin and
assessed impacts as required by the NEPA process. This review includes our
own independent research of the issues.

Algonquin has indicated that a naturally-occurring berm between the pipeline
and the school would not represent a source of “shrapnel” in the event of a
pipeline rupture; it would instead tend to redirect energy away from the school
grounds. See also response to comment SA4-5 and SA1-9.
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FL8 — Buchanan-Verplanck Elementary School Parents

FL8-1

T1.8-2

A total of 5 commentorsubmittedthis letter

September 23, 2014

Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First Street NE, Room 1
Washington, DC, 20426

RE: Algonquin Incremental Market [“AIM”] Project:
FERC Docket No. CP 14-96-00

Dear Secretary Bose:

We are parents and family members of current and future students at Buchanan-
Verplanck El y School in Buch

Please accept the following comments on the Draft Envi | Impact S

(DEIS) for the proposed Algonquin Incr | Market (ATM) pipeline expansion
project (the Pipeline), particularly as it affects Westchester and Putnam counties in New:
York State. We urge the Federal Regulatory Commission (FERC) to withdraw the Draft
Envi | Impact S (DEIS) and take no further action on the application

until all the matters included in these are add d adequately in the revised
DEIS.
Human health and safety are not usually add d in Envi | Impact S

draft or final, but humans are definitely part of the environment especially in the densely
populated areas traversed by the proposed pipeline route through Westchester and
Putnam counties. The following are some of these concerns plus others, which must be
addressed in the DEIS:

1. The proposed 42 inch high pressure gas pipeline (850 psi compared to a
locomotive steam engine at 275 psi) will be constructed and come out into the
middle of the Village of Verplanck where it is going down one of the main
thoroughfares past a local historic church and within 450 feet of the local
elementary school. This geographic area is considered a “High Consequence
Area” (HCA) because any inadvertent release would have the most adverse
consequences. Additional focus, efforts, and analysis in HCA’s are required. The
National Research Council and Pipeline and Informed Planning Alliance (PIPA)
both caution against schools and other hard to evacuate facilities being close to
pipelines. If y, PIPA ds enh d fire protection for these
buildings. Who pays for this? Other experts state that you can expect a 100%
mortality rate within of any unsheltered individuals such as children playing
outside at the elementary school. Will Algonquin/Spectra Energy conduct or pay
for a transparent and independent risk-analysis study to determine the risks to a
school in such close proximity to a high pressure 42 inch gas pipeline? Is
Algonquin/Spectra Energy willing to pay for safety measures needed to protect

FL-15

FL8-1

FL8-2

See the responses to comments FA4-1 and SA1-12.

See the response to comment CO27-2. The Pipeline and Informed Planning
Alliance developed recommendations for states, counties, and/or townships to
adopt in planning new development near existing pipelines. These
recommendations do not require existing buildings to modify or enhance their
structures as a result of new or existing pipeline infrastructure. See also the
response to comment SA1-9 regarding the additional mitigation measures
Algonquin has committed to implementing near the Buchanan-Verplanck
Elementary School.
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FL8 — Buchanan-Verplanck Elementary School Parents (cont’d)

TL§-2
(contd)

FL8-3

FL8-4

FL8-5

FL8-6:

TL8-7|

FLR-8

this school and nearby residents? The Indian Point Nuclear facility is the only
nuclear energy facility located next to gas pipelines in the United States.

. Experts have testified to FERC during the comment period that if a gas explosion

should occur the resulting fire would encompass a one mile radius and the gas
industry admits it would take one to two hours to turn off the gas feeding such a
fire. Current emergency response protocol is to wait until the gas has burned off
before initiating any rescue attempts. This radius would encompass Verplanck,
parts of the Town of Cortlandt and parts of Buchanan including the nuclear power
facility, Indian Point. Some have commented that there would not be enough
oxygen because of this immense fire to allow the backup diesel generator system
at Indian Point to function. Just in 2013 there have been up to 70
explosions/fires/other catastrophes involving gas pipelines in the United States. In
addition, there are two active earthquake zones crossing this area. The parent
company of Algonquin, Spectra Energy, has had twenty one incidents since 2006,
causing $8,564.246 in property damage according to PHMSA, the US Department
of Transportation” Pipeline & Hazardous Materials Safety Administration. In
what ways does the applicant propose to mediate these real dangers and protect
humans who are a real part of the local environment? A gas pipeline
fire/explosion at this location with Indian Point nearby, could spell a catastrophe:
that would encompass the whole New York City metropolitan area, the financial
capital of the country.

. Who will train and equip local fire departments; and pay for local emergency

response teams in Westchester and Putnam counties?

. History has shown that pipelines eventually have small leaks along their

pathways, releasing harmful fumes and chemicals. In addition there are sections
of the pipeline where B-Vents are located and these B-Vents purposely vent gas
into the atmosphere. If the risk to schoolchildren is ignored because the proposed
pipeline route has been moved a mere 450 feet away from the school, will the
other residences and businesses closer to pipeline B-V areas be designated as
“Class 4 High Consequence Area” and will property owners be compensated for
enhanced fire protection?

. The gas coming through these pipelines is most probably from the fracking fields

to New York’s south and west. Fracked gas is known to include radioactive
elements in the fracked shale and many of the chemicals used during the fracking
process. An independent Health Impact Assessment of this project is not
mentioned as necessary. Why? Who will conduct and pay for this study?

. Large megawatt electrical projects are being proposed to intersect the pipeline in

the Verplanck area. What added protection against “arcing” which degrades metal
over time, is being proposed? Federal pipeline safety regulators have cited Spectra
Energy, the owner of Algonquin Gas, LLC, for allegedly failing to control natural
gas pipeline corrosion in four southern states: Alabama, Mississippi, Tennessee,
and Kentucky. What protection against this added danger is being proposed in this
DEIS?

. Since New York has been identified as a target by worldwide terrorist

organizations, what precautions against any terrorist attack are being included as
part of the project?

FL8-3

FL8-4
FL8-5

FL8-6
FL8-7

FL8-8

FL-16

Section 4.12.3 of the EIS provides the existing and proposed new PIR along the
proposed facility segments, based on PHMSA's safety regulation methodology for
which a failure of the pipeline could result in significant impact of people or
property. See also the responses to comments FA4-24, SA4-2, and FL4-4.

See the responses to comments LA1-4 and LA1-9.

We are not aware of the B-Vents referenced in the comment. Class location is a
designation placed on the pipeline based on the residences and identified sites near
the pipeline, as identified in section 4.12.1 of the EIS. Pipelines with higher class
designations include more rigorous design requirements, per PHMSA safety
regulations. Additional/enhanced fire protection is not required for the existing
surrounding structures. Property owners who install some form of enhanced fire
protection (and we are not aware what that might be) would do so at their own
expense.

See the responses to comments SA4-4 and SA4-10.

See the responses to comments SA7-4, CO19-4, and FL4-4.

Section 4.12.4 of the EIS discusses threats from terrorism.

Form Letters



FL8 — Buchanan-Verplanck Elementary School Parents (cont’d)

T8

FL8-10

FI.8-11

FL8-12]

8.

. The DEIS

There needs to be an independent risk assessment before this 42 inch high
pressure gas pipeline is given the OK with it being so close to the Indian Point
facility and this high density human population area. Who will pay for and
conduct this risk assessment?

ions the issue of Envir | Justice, but does consider it
relevant to this project. A small section of the pipeline crosses into the boundaries
of the City of Peekskill. The environmental group, Clearwater, headquartered in
Beacon, New York has developed a di lining the envi | justice
issues in Peekskill. It can be read at http://www.clearwater.org/wp-
content/uploads/2011/03/CBEJI_FINAL-_DRAFT-1-30-11-for-printing.pdf This
document states in its pages that “Neighborhoods within a 12.5 mile radius of
downtown Peekskill ( a city where 51.1 percent of the population is identified as a
minority and many are living below the poverty line) are home to 2 hazardous
waste handlers, 7 hazardous waste facilities, 19 solid waste facilities, 27 major or
minor air polluters, 87 industrial surface water sites, 20 municipal surface water
sites, 15 toxic release facilities, and 23 toxic release sites... Health data
comparing Peekskill to surrounding communities show unusually high rates of
asthma, respiratory cancers, death due to cardiovascular disease and a high
incidence of low birth weight.” With these facts the DEIS must address the
Environmental Justice issue when siting this project where proposed in its revised
Draft Envirc | Impact S Does this g phic area need yet
another dangerous project to the health of humans and other local fauna and flora?
A full analysis of alternative routes, and adequate comment time should be
provided for any meaningful understanding of this project upon the environmental
Justice communities. This must be covered in the revised DEIS.

Internal corrosion of pipelines does occur and its mediation has not been covered
in the DEIS or elsewhere. Will Algonquin/Spectra Energy have enough insurance
to cover the loss of life and property? Who is their insurance carrier? Will
Algonquin/Spectra Energy work closely with New York State regulators to ensure
that violations regarding corrosion do not occur on existing and proposed
pipelines? What penalties and/or fines will be imposed on Algonquin/Spectra
Energy to pay for non-compliance of maintenance of new and existing pipelines?

. The proposed route of the pipeline will cross Blue Mountain Reservation and

vicinity, including Dickey Brook, Pleasantside Wetlands, including Furnace
Brook Headwater Preserve, and Sylvan Glen/Granite Knolls West which were all
identified as being crucial areas to support biodiversity in the Croton-to-
Highlands Biodiversity Plan (2004). Blue Mountain is a “biodiversity hub”,
Pleasantside is a “fragment of concern” and the Sylvan Glen is a “biotic planning
unit.” The DEIS dismissed any impact as minimal, categorizing the areas as “edge
habitats” in total disagreement with the expert opinion expressed in the
Biodiversity Plan substantiated by peer reviewed literature. The proposed 75 foot
right of way (ROW) would completely bisect Blue Mountain Reservation into
two now separate properties, compared to the much smaller ROW today. Dickey
Brook is a fi stream that tr into an estuarine habitat on its lower
reaches. As such it supports the fisheries of the Hudson River. The brook with its
wetlands would be destroyed. In addition Pleasantside and the Furnace Brook

FL-17

FL8-9

FL8-10

FL8-11

FL8-12

See the response to comment FA4-25.

See the responses to comments FA4-15 and LA9-16.

See the response to comment LA1-10 regarding insurance in case of a pipeline
accident. Pipeline coatings and cathodic protection, the two principle corrosion
preventative measures, are among the numerous safety components covered by
federal regulations and standards, as discussed in section 4.12.1 of the EIS.
Also, pipeline inspection tools can measure for internal corrosion. Should
internal corrosion be detected, pipeline operators would perform maintenance on
their pipeline. New York State, through agreement with PHMSA, inspects
interstate gas pipelines and PHMSA's Office of Pipeline Safety enforces federal
pipeline safety regulations, which include corrosion prevention elements.
Violations of safety standards under the Pipeline Safety Act are subject to
monetary penalties.

See the responses to comments CO13-1 and CO13-8. Algonquin is no longer
proposing a contractor ware yard at Granite Knolls West. As indicated in
section 4.8.5.1 of the EIS, there is an existing 6-foot-wide permanent easement
and an existing 75-foot-wide maintenance easement associated with Algonquin's
existing pipeline within the Blue Mountain Reservation. During construction,
some additional workspace would be required outside the existing 75-foot-wide
maintenance easement. This workspace would generally be 100 feet wide.
Algonquin would coordinate with Westchester County to obtain approval for
workspace outside the existing 75-foot-wide easement and for revegetation
efforts. Impacts on these workspace areas would be temporary but could be
long-term due to tree clearing. Some temporary impacts on wildlife species may
occur during construction and interim recovery periods, especially for those
species associated with upland forests. Measures would be implemented to
minimize impacts on birds and habitat during construction and operation of the
Project, including limiting routine right-of-way maintenance clearing and
prohibiting clearing during the migratory bird nesting season (April 15 to August
1). These measures are addressed in section 4.7.2 of the EIS. Algonquin would
not apply herbicides for general right-of-way maintenance. The maintained
permanent rights-of-way would be subjected to mowing every 3 years. To
facilitate periodic corrosion surveys, a 10-foot-wide strip centered on the
pipeline would be mowed annually to maintain herbaceous growth.
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FL8 — Buchanan-Verplanck Elementary School Parents (cont’d)

TL8-12
(cont'd)|

FL8-13

TL§-14

FL8-15

. The Pleasantside wetlands, which

Headwater Preserve would also be bisected by the proposed pipeline route. At
Sylvan Glen the DEIS only mentions its recreational functions. This pipeline plan
is proposing using a 15 acre ware yard and a permanent pigging station, this
would result in a loss of 61 acres of interior forest to construction space and new
edge habitat, which i deer populations and the propagation of invasive
plant species. The DEIS needs to thoroughly address these important questions as
to the habitat and biodiversity impacts to these sections of the pipeline. Can the
Right of Way (ROW) be reduced? How are the ROW’s maintained? Will the use
of pesticide and herbicides be used, endangering local flora and fauna? How are
their use justified and are the Algonquin/Spectra Energy maintenance crews using
Integrated Pest Management?

. Bird habitat must be taken into account. Blue Mountain is also used by many

migrating birds, and many of the migrating warblers depend on native plants for
the insects that they need for subsidence as they travel north or south depending
on the time of year. Only native species of plants have these necessary insects.
Disturbed land encourages invasive foreign plants to grow, which do not contain
these necessary insects. By increasing the Right of Way, the amount of invasive
plants will only increase in number in Blue Mountain, Pleasantside and Sylvan
Glen. What measures are being used to prevent the increase of invasive species,
keeping them from invading new areas?

itute the head lands of Furnace
Brook, has been home to Canada warblers, pileated woodpeckers, worm eating
warblers and many other birds. How will this project impact endangered,
threatened and special concern bird species? Will the timeline of this project
impact important bird times for migrating, nesting, breeding and foraging? During
the winter months, Verplanck, Buchanan, Town or Cortlandt and Peekskill all
host bald eagles. Blue Mountain and surrounding areas are important parts of the
Croton-to-Highlands Biodiversity Plan. Surveys from Algonquin/Spectra Energy
of these species and other ones of concern were submitted to the FERC docket on
September 3, 2014 and marked confidential. How can the public properly
comment on “Confidential” information and surveys? These surveys must be
included in the revised DEIS.

. Insect, bird, mammal, plant, turtle and amphibian habitat will be disturbed at the

Blue Mountain Reservation, Pleasantside and Sylvan Glen locations. Using the
list of species of concern developed by Westchester County in 2005 at
http://parks. westchestergov.com/images/stories/pdfs/EndangeredSpeciesList.pdf ,
a thorough study of the areas needs to be conducted and then mitigated before any
disturbance of the areas occurs. Blue Mountain Reservation alone has been
identified as having over 130 vernal pools that are critical to amphibian
reproduction. The geology of Blue Mountain Reservation is unique. It is the best
example of some rare rocks like emery because it is part of the circumscribed
Peekskill granite and Cortland igneous complex. The DEIS must show an expert
independent study of the ROW areas and surrounding areas that identifies what
species are in and around the ROW and how any disturbance will be mitigated.
Simply stating that the disturbances will be temporary is inadequate. Disturbances
are usually permanent when it comes to habitat, how will these disturbances be

FL8-13

FL8-14

FL8-15

See the responses to comments FL8-12, CO22-26, and FA3-4.

Section 4.7.2 of the EIS describes potential impacts on migratory birds and
section 4.7.5.1 discusses state protected species. As explained in section 4.7.1 of
the EIS, Algonquin consulted with the FWS for federally protected species.
Survey results are included in the final EIS, but specific survey locations for
sensitive species are not identified due to the sensitive nature of the information.
See also the responses to comments FA4-1, FA4-26, and SA11-14.

See the response to comment LA23-24 on vernal pools and the responses to
comments FL8-12, CO22-26, and FA3-4 for invasive species. As explained in
section 4.7.5.1 of the EIS, Algonquin consulted with the NYSDEC New York
Natural Heritage Program regarding the documented occurrences of state
protected species, including amphibians, and continues to coordinate with the
NYSDEC regarding the proposed Project in New York. As explained in section
4.7.1 of the EIS, Algonquin consulted with the FWS for federally protected
species. Through these consultations and coordination with Westchester County
for work within Blue Ridge Reservation, Algonquin is addressing the
conservation of sensitive species.
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FL8 — Buchanan-Verplanck Elementary School Parents (cont’d)

F1L8-15

mitigated? How will the disturbances be kept minimal? Where land is disturbed,
(cont'dy)

usually the habitat is changed forever. How will excavations keep the seeds of
invasive species of plants from being transferred to areas they are not currently
occupying?
15. Wood thrush, Hylocichla mustelina, and the Worm-eating warbler, Helmitheros
vermivorus, have been found at Blue Mountain Reservation and Sylvan Glen and
are listed as a bird species of “Special Concern” by Westchester County. What
will Algonquin/Spectra Energy do to make sure the habitat of this bird is not
endangered or altered?
16. River Otter, Lutra canadensis, has been found at Blue Mountain Reservation.
This species of mammal is listed as of “Special Concern.” How will its habitat be
protected during construction of the pipeline?
17. Ponds on the other side of the dirt portion of Montrose Station Road, have diverse
life in and around them. How will they be protected during the construction of the
pipeline from silting and contamination?
. Bald Eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus), Osprey (Pandion haliaetus) and the
Peregrine Falcon (Falco peregrinus) all frequent the shore and air space over
Verplanck. They are all on the endangered list of birds. What measures will be =
taken not to disturb them or keep them from nesting? D

PRINTED NAME S| \NATURE ADDRESS TOWN __ ZIP CODE
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FL-19

FL8-16

FL8-17

FL8-18

See the responses to comments FA4-26, SA11-14, and CO22-12.

The Project E&SCP and the FERC Plan and Procedures detail mitigation
measures to protect from erosion and potential contamination.

See the responses to comments FA4-26, SA11-14, and SA11-15.
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FL9 — Debra Samuels
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A total of 4 commentorsubmittecthis letter

se included:

FLO-1|

FL9-2

FLO-3|

FL-21

FL9-1

FL9-2

FL9-3

See the response to comment FA3-5.

See the responses to comments FA4-1 and FA4-25. Section 4.3.2.1 of the EIS
has been revised to include the latest information on the Catskill Aqueduct

crossing.

See the response to comment FA4-24.
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FL10 - Barry Reese

20140929-0011 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 09/29/2014

~A total of 14 commentorsubmittecthis letter

Comment to Federal Energy Regulatory Commission

For The Algonquin Incremental Market (AIM) Pipefine Explnnon, Docket #CP14-96.
Aftn: MS. KIMBERLY D. BOSE, SECRETARY,

FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION

ORIGINAL

Y OF The

BURILH

Dear Ms. Bose, ity sep zq Ali: 38
TL10-1|The p danger to safety and heaith in New York,
ecticut, Rhode island and Massachusstis. You must reject Specira Energy’s pel
INO BUILD option.

Here are a few reasons that we oppose the AIM project:

TL10-2|a 1 route and of risks! Proposed high pressure 42°
dhmﬂpﬂnanmmMPdmwmmmHMMr
into Westchester County, NY, intersect two proposed

Rhode tsland and Massachusetts.

FL10 1 safety risk! have in both stations and gas pipefines. An
explosion at or near Indian Point would be an unimaginable catastrophe.

mo-4|- Ppipeline and oversight and Sp. history of safsty lssues increase threat fo
public health, safety, water & food supplies, and econottry.

TL10-5+ Potentially high levels of radon, the leading cause of lung cancer in non-smokers nationwide, will be
transported in the pipeline from Pennsylvania’s Marcellus Shale.

» Polluting compressor station expansions proposed for Stony Point and Southeast, NY, Cromwell and
Chapiin, CT and Burrilville, RI expose people, pets and wildfife to many tons of highly toxic smissions per

FL10-6f

year.
;’L10.7|-mnmmwmwmm bleed: dach
i skin rashes, i and
|hmm, kidney and ver cancer.
FL10-8)+ Taxpayers bear the costs of additional actions, health damage fo waler

supplies and other impacts.

-demuwmumﬁmwmm-mmmnmwmanmn
joxide, contributing to cimate change.

FL10-10]» Proposed expansion signiicantly exceeds the volume of natural gas committed for purchase by local
distributors. Taxpayers should not bear steep costs of public health, ervironmental and economic impacts
of natural gas infrastructure for the purposs of facifitating natural gas export.

FL10-9|

FL10-11|e and ion of gas direct taxpayer doliars to increased
pmuﬂmammdwﬁmwmmmemmmmmmm
focused on energy efficiency, ation, and non energy
Signed: M’L Date: ?.22. !4—-

Nermo: {’zmrv/\; V===

FL10-1

FL10-2

FL10-3
FL10-4
FL10-5
FL10-6

FL10-7
FL10-8

FL10-9
FL10-10
FL10-11

FL-22

Comment noted.

See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA4-2, and SA7-4.

See the response to comment FA4-25.
See the response to comment CO14-25.
See the response to comment SA4-4.

See the responses to comments SA4-1 and SA4-9.

See the responses to comments SA4-1 and SA4-9.

See the responses to comments LA1-4 and LA1-9 regarding the costs for
emergency response. Impacts on water supplies are addressed in section 4.3 of
the EIS.

See the responses to comments CO7-3 and CO12-13.
See the response to comment CO15-4.

See the response to comment FL4-11.
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Onecommentoisubmittedthis letterwith

atotal of 33 signatories. ™
szcggg_,grﬁ,&"ﬁ ORIG] NAL

20l SEP 2b P 3 2?205 Centre Street

~=FEGERAL ENERGY Apt. 411
ErguLATORY COHHFSSlMQesI Roxbury, MA 02132-7747
September 25, 2014

Kimberly Bose, Secretary
The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First St., NE, Room 1A
Washington DC 20426
Re: Docket Number #CP14-96
Dear Secretary Bose:

The enclosed petition is signed by people who reside, work, and frequently visit West Roxbury,
MA.

FLII-I We are concerned about Spectra Energy's Algonquin Incremental Market (AIM) proposal to FL11-1 Comment noted.
expand its natural gas infr into our ity with high pressure pipelines and
metering and regulating stations, including one across from an active quarry.
kL11-2| We are di inted that our ity received inadeq notification about public meetings FL11-2 See the response to comment FAB-5.
on this project, We are also disappointed that Rep ive Stephen Lynch's request for an
additional public hearing was rejected. and that the deadline for public comments was not
extended.
FL11-3 Comment noted.
FLI1-3 During your deliberations, we strongly urge you and your fellow commissioners to take into
consideration the many serious concerns of our community before making your final decision on
this project.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
y RN 1|
R thal
Patricia M. Walsh
Enclosure: 1
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FL11 — Patricia Walsh et al. (cont’d)

20140929-0007 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 09/26/2014

PETITION AGAINST
THE ALGONQUIN PIPELINE EXPANSION IN MASSACHUSETTS

TO: Kimberly Bose, Secretary

The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First St., NE, Room 1A

Washington DC 20426

Date: September 19, 2014

Re: Docket Number #CP14-96

We the undersigned residents of West Roxbury, MA and environs strongly oppose
Spectra Energy’s Algonquin Incremental Market (AIM) proposed expansion
of its natural gas infrastructure (including expanded pipelines, compressor and
metering stations) into our community for the following reasons:

* Residents received inadeqnate notification that such a dangerous, massive, and

FL11-4
| very disruptive project was being pl. d for their cc y.

FLI1-5 * The expansion would travel through densel, lated neighborhoods, along

y PP

heavily traveled roads, and past an active quarry.

FL11-6| * Due to inadequate pipeline regulation and oversight, and Spectra’s history of
safety issues, these pipelines pose severe threats to public health, safety, water
and food supplies, and the local economy. According to a U.S. House of

rL11-] Representatives Natural Resources Committee report, from 2002 to 2012, almost
800 significant incidents on gas distribution pipelines, including several hundred
explosions, killed 116 people, injured 465 others, and caused more than $800
million in property damage--and taxpayers bear the costs of additional
emergency response actions, healthcare, damage to water supplies, and other
effects from such disasters.

"‘L“-*] * Pipelines and compressor stations emit methane, a ouse gas far more

potent than carbon dioxide, contributing to climate change.

HLL ""l * The $3 billion project cost would be borne by consumers.

For these reasons, we respectfully request that Spectra Energy’s AIM proposal be
rejected.

FL11-4
FL11-5

FL11-6
FL11-7

FL11-8
FL11-9

FL-24

See the response to comment FA6-5.

See the responses to comments SA4-5 and FA6-1. Section 4.9.5.2 and appendix
G of the draft EIS included discussion of traffic impacts and Algonquin's traffic
mitigation plan for the West Roxbury Lateral. The EIS has been updated to
include additional information on potential traffic-related impacts and measures
to be implemented to prevent unnecessary delays to the motoring public during
construction of the West Roxbury Lateral.

See the response to comment FL4-4.

The commentor inappropriately cites natural gas distribution pipeline incident
data. The proposed Project is a natural gas transmission project. Table 4.12.3-2
of the EIS presents natural gas transmission pipeline incident data based on
required reporting to PHMSA.. Further, the EIS states that the majority of
fatalities from pipelines are due to local distribution pipelines not regulated by
FERC because the pipelines are generally smaller diameter pipes and/or plastic
pipes that are more susceptible to damage and often are not identified with
pipeline markers. See also the response to comment CO14-25.

See the responses to comments CO7-3 and CO12-13.

Economic benefits associated with the construction and operation of the Project
are discussed in section 4.9.9 of the EIS, including the estimated construction
payroll and the annual tax revenues.

Form Letters
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INDIVIDUALS
IND1 - Betty J. Van Wicklen

20140811-5003 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 8/8/2014 8:34:36 PM

INDI-1

o IND1-1 See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA4-2, SA7-4, CO15-25, and LA23-
e prc 2 L £ e ” : nsmissio 21
ndian E EE. E a cap y than the ¢

INDI-2

IND1-2 See the response to comment SA4-4.

IND1-3 We disagree with the commentor's characterization of noise and air emission
impacts from the Stony Point and Southeast Compressor Stations. See the
response to comment SA4-1 regarding air emissions. Also, section 4.11.2.3 of
the EIS identifies that these modified compressor stations would not result in a
perceptible increase in noise levels.

IND1-3

T g . e T e e IND1-4 Comment noted.

mmuniti
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IND-1 Individuals



IND1 - Betty J. Van Wicklen (cont’d)
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mind Lhal s

y opinion.

IND-2

IND1-5

See the response to comment FL2-2.

Individuals



IND2 — Scott Hoefling

20140825-5004 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 8/24/2014 10:20:02 PHM

sgarding the plas 1)
ro g the Hudso

IND-3

IND2-1

IND2-2

IND2-3

See the responses to comments CO14-25 and LA5-12 for information regarding
safety and pipeline design. Cumulative air impacts and impacts on climate
change are addressed in section 4.13 of the EIS.

The no-action alternative is evaluated in section 3.1 of the EIS. Energy
conservation as an alternative to the proposed Project is discussed and evaluated
in section 3.2.1. Renewable energy alternatives are discussed in section 3.2.2.
Analyses of alternatives including alternatives that might be able to eliminate all
or some of the Project are included in sections 3.1, 3.2, and 3.3. Facility and
design alternatives are described and evaluated in section 3.4. Our assessment
of route alternatives to the proposed Hudson River crossing is included in
section 3.5.1. The potential for cumulative air emission and climate change
impacts is described in sections 4.13.7 and 4.13.8, respectively.

See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA4-1, SA4-4, and SA4-10.

Individuals



IND3 -

Stephen Kohlhase

20140904

IND3-1

-5049 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 9/3/2014 6:44:45 PM

September 2, 2014
Email to addressee and e-file on Docket CP-14-96-000

Subject- Response to AlM draft EIS- low frequency flutter and hum
Reference documents filed: PF-13-116-000 Accession No. 201310115010 &
CP-14-96-000 Accession No. 201407075016

Dear Ms. Suter:

| have looked through the Spectra Algonquin AIM draft EIS and am disappointed that the FERC continues
to ignore and disregard low frequency vibration, Hum and Elutter problems it has been involved with here
in Brookfield CT since early 2010. These problems have been researched, documented to the FERC and
the vibrations even evidenced by it. Only a few at the FERC have been helpful and even with their efforts
there has been no progress in resolution. Physical and operational changes tied to additions and
modifications made as part of various projects by Iroquois and Algonquin natural gas transmission
systems in Dover and Southeast NY, Brookfield, Oxford, Newtown and Milford CT between 2007 and
2010 are the root cause. The problems discussed herein are both an Iroquois and Algonquin generated
problem. The referenced document above is attached and discussed below.

Previous filings made on the same issue were in October 2012;

Iroquois Market Access CP- 02-31-002 (NE-07)
Algonquin Ramapo Expansion- CP-06-76-000 (NE-07)
Iroquois 08/09 Expansion- CP-07-457

Hum

Modifications to these systems has created or raised the intensity of inherent infrasonic and low
frequency sound emissions to a level to resonate structures and cause vibration of enclosed spaces, in
turn generating a harsh mono tone, low frequency sound called Hum inside enclosed structures and other
locations. The radiation of these sound waves from the buried pipelines is causing a region wide

problem

Flutter

This is a localized issue. The installation of Iroquois’ High Meadow Road compressor station in
Brookfield has had various sound problems and spurious venting events. Due to operations of the turbine
exhausts, there is a pulsing pressure wave that pummels our yards and shakes our homes from vortex
shedding issues at the stacks discharges.

FERC has gone on record to Iroquois about vibrations, and has not addressed any of the issues
associated with the Algonquin system. Both companies are being allowed to operate out of compliance
of section 18CFR 380.12 (vibration at sensitive receptors) of the regulations governing this industry since
modifications of their systems were completed.

Hum intensity and living conditions vary depending on many factors, including time of day gas
transmission rates, distribution of gas from storage nominations and line packing. Throughout the
western RT 84 ROW corridor, many people that | have discussed this with claim to be manifesting the
usual symptoms associated with chronic exposure of hum. There are epidemic levels of altered sleep
patterns, insomnia, migraines, ringing ears, strange head and body pressure and other mental iliness
problems. This begs the question, why there isn't a requirement in the EIS to address this environmental
stressor that FERC has been in the know about for over 4 years.

This Hum, also called "Gas Pipeline Syndrome" in the media, is debilitating people far more than one
could imagine. It also appears to be impacting wild life habitats where there generally can be associated

IND-4

IND3-1

See the response to comment LA34-1.

Individuals



IND3 - Stephen Kohlhase (cont’d)

IND3-1
(cont'd)

20140904-5049 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 9/3/2014 6:44:45 PM

hum and similar type pipeline systems are within acoustically explainable distances. These
environmental modifications (EMODS) of wild life habitats appear to be causing disastrous consequences
and also warrant urgent attention and consideration.

Manifestations of the problem of these sound waves interacting with the environment can be observed by
the non-hearer of Hum as vibrating window panes and glass wall sconces, pool water surface vibrations
and standing surface waves. Numerous videos have been provided to the FERC and others and yet no
one is concerned. Usually, the sound is not heard outside unless the Hum is severe and structures
radiate the sound, even standing on top of the lines is futile for listening for most. The human ear is a
poor instrument for locating sources of the low frequency sound waves. Acoustic test equipment and grid
mapping protocols must be employed. Generating the Hum is straight forward, Rayleigh type sound
waves interact with an enclosed structure and resonate to cause Hum in the host structure. This
phenomenon is well researched as an environmental problem with other linear sound sources such as
tunnels and high speed trains.

The hum is increasingly being reported about in the news and on internet sites. Old myths starting at the
time of the Taos Hum must be put aside to get to the truth. In July 2012 and May 2013 the New Haven
Register carried articles about the problem. The CT State Police investigation into the Newtown tragedy
included information and research | provided them which was released to the public in December 2013
and reported on by the Newtown Bee http:/fnewtownbee com/node/183812 . More recent coverage of
the problem was reported on in MIC; http://mic.com/articles/91091/a-mysterious-sound-is-driving-people-
insane-and-nobody-knows-what-s-causing-it

| am opposed to the AIM project being approved until these issues are investigated, researched, fully
understood and the problem of low frequency vibration and sound trespass from these systems
eliminated. Not knowing about the effects puts the majority of the populations living within a few miles of
these systems in jeopardy of their health and wellbeing, unwittingly being exposed to these conditions in
their homes and work places. Those exhibiting symptoms are being misdiagnosed by medical and
mental health professionals (including the CDC) because the professionals aren't aware of the problem.
Short of eliminating the problem, merely knowing about the problem as an external body issue would
afford suffers an explanation and help them implement sound masking techniques to mask the debilitating
tonal effects of it. Public awareness would provide Biologists an opportunity to study the hums
contribution on the many strange and unexplained things occurring in Mother Nature

State and Federal authorities must take a leading role in this case. Unbiased research is needed.
limplore the FERC to get past its indifference to this problem and demand that the low frequency
vibration and sound problems be addressed in the Algonquin AIM EIS. Regardless of how long it takes,
the project must be delayed until answers come forth

| anticipate further discussion

Thank you

Steve Kohlhase

Cc's
State and Federal Representatives
SAPE
NOPE
Concerned Citizens

IND-5

Individuals



IND4 — Lindsay Suter
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ing agenc
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IND4-1
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Further,

IND4-2|

IND4-3 |

IND4-5

IND4-6 |

IND-6

IND4-1

IND4-2
IND4-3
IND4-4

IND4-5

IND4-6

Growth-inducing effects associated with the Project are discussed in section
4.13 of the EIS. See also the response to comment FA4-22 for additional
information regarding potential emission benefits associated with increased
natural gas deliveries to the region.

See the response to comment FL4-2.
See the response to comment CO7-3.
See the response to comment FA4-24.

See the response to comment FL2-5.

Commented noted.

Individuals



IND5 - Richard Terry

20140908-5007 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 9/6/2014 12:49:38 PM

IND5-1| 2

IND5-1 Commented noted.

IND-7 Individuals



IND6 — Diane Handy

20140908-5008 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 9/6/2014 2:57:47 PM

IND6-1 The principle functions of the West Roxbury M&R Station are to: 1) measure
the gas being delivered to the customer (in this case the local distribution
company), and 2) ensure the pressure in the system does not exceed the
tolerances set by the operator (typically some point below the MAOP).
Blowdowns of natural gas are infrequent; they are typically performed when
major maintenance work is planned at a facility or the pipeline, and nearby
residents and public officials are notified when this happens (see the response to
comment SA4-3 for notification procedures). Section 4.12 of the EIS describes
the constituents of natural gas. An engineering analysis of potential impacts of
blasting in the quarry on the West Roxbury Lateral and West Roxbury M&R
Station is summarized in section 4.1.4 of the EIS. The third-party geotechnical
consultant examined the potential impacts on both the pipeline and the M&R

and station and concluded that ground vibrations from blasting at the quarry would

’ not be disruptive or damaging to either component of the system.

INDG-1

s described above.

IND-8 Individuals



IND7 — Royal Graves

20140908-5010 FERC PDF

(Unofficial)

9/7/2014 7:35:41 PM

IND-9

IND7-1

IND7-2

IND7-3

IND7-4
IND7-5

See the response to comment FL2-5.

See the responses to comments FA4-24 and CO7-3.

See the response to comment FL2-2.

See the response to comment IND4-1.

See the response to comment FL2-2.

Individuals



IND8 — Helen Best

20140908-5065(29767308) . txt

Helen Best, west Roxbury, MA.

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the Spectra Energy Algonquin

Incremental Market Pro%ect Docket No. CP14-96-000, specifically to the plan to

install a natural gas

regulation station on Grove Street in West Roxbury.
IND8-11 7, This is a residential neighborhood. Surely there is another location along
the great length of this proposed pipeline that would allow the installation of a
metering and regulation station someplace other than a residential neighborhood.

IND8-2| We do_not need any extra noise or an ugly, potentially hazardous industrial

well as our quality of Tife.

IND8-3] 2, The metering station would be Tocated directly across the street from an

active stone quarry that does blasting weekly.

This is a major safety concern.

IND8-4| 3. The metering station location is next to a wetlands area. I assume the plan
includes cutting down old growth trees and disruption of wildlife. This is
detrimental to the local environment.

IND8-5

The ?as Tine itself will be run next to the active quarry and through a
dense'ly populated neighborhood. This is a safety concern.

IND8-6] 5. I have not heard of any benefit to the neighborhood resulting from this
project, or any plans to “Give back™ to the community, nor have I seen any plans
that include restoration of the trees that will be removed to build the metering

station.

Page 1

ine on Centre and Grove Streets and to install a metering and

installation in_our neighborhood. This will adversely affect our property values as

IND-10

IND8-1

IND8-2

IND8-3
IND8-4

IND8-5
IND8-6

Alternatives to the proposed M&R stations are evaluated in section 3.6.2 of the
EIS. Our evaluation of alternative sites to the proposed West Roxbury M&R
Station is included in section 3.6.2.3.

Table 4.11.2-6 in the EIS shows that the West Roxbury M&R station would
not result in any perceptible increase in noise. See also the responses to
comments LA23-21 regarding property values and SA13-13 regarding visual
impacts.

See the response to comment FAG-1.

Aboveground facility construction procedures are discussed in section 2.3.2 of
the EIS. Impacts on and mitigation for wildlife are discussed in section 4.6.1.4
of the EIS.

See the responses to comments FA6-1 and LA14-2.

Section 4.9.9 of the EIS points to beneficial impacts the Project may have on
local economies. See also the response to comment SA13-13.

Individuals



IND9 — Gerald Marchesi

20140908-5071(29767581) . txt

Gerald 3. Marchesi, Yorktown Heights, NY.

mno-1|I am for the pipeline project for many reasons. It will bring better gas service
when we need to reduce our degendency on oil. We need projects to increase the Tlocal
tax base and we need local jobs for our skilled and trained workforce.

IND10 — Valentin Valencia

20140908-5081(29767752) . txt

valentin valencia, New Rochelle, NY.
INDIC-1|T Tive Tocally. I've worked for many companies. I would 1ike to use all the training
I've received throughout the years.

IND11 — Angelberto Beltran

20140908-5084(29767755) . txt

Angelberto Beltran, Poughkeeps‘ie, NY.

INDI1-1 I think that this job is going to be really good to keep our people working. Good
jobs for the area and for the local businesses. A real good push to improve the
economy. We really need the jobs for our families.

IND-11

IND9-1

IND10-1

IND11-1

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Individuals



IND12 — Fabio Gentile

20140908-5097 (29767790) . txt

Fabio Gentile, Yonkers, NY.

This project is good for our Union members and other Local too. That means more
jobs for everybody. I would really like to see our members get this job. we will do
it in a safe and professional manner.

INDI2-1

IND13 — Antonio Ferraz

20140908-5098(29767832) . txt

Antonio A. Ferraz, Danbury, CT.
l\DlB—llI support this project as it will result in more jobs for people.

IND14 — Ewart Girvan

20140908-5099(29767833) . txt

Ewart F Girvan, Queens, NY. .
INDI4-1|This is good news for us. This is good work for our community.

IND-12

IND12-1

IND13-1

IND14-1

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Individuals



IND15 — Ismael Hernandez

20140908-5095(29767777) . txt

Ismael Hernandez, Middletown, NY.

IND1S-1 I am a proud Union member of Local 60. I think that this project should be
passed and done by hard working men and woman Union members that are very skilled
and proud of the work that they do. They also work SAFE AT ALL TIMES. This would IND15-1
create a lot of jobs for the union members that have been out of work for quite -
sometime. So lets make this happen.

Comment noted.

IND16 — William Walter

20140908-5100(29767837) . txt

william G walter, Armonk, NY.

IND16-1 Ygar‘s of Economic Adva?yages. It seems toﬁ)e a w;n-\gm fog {a:'l'l. Creates :jobsl,1
provides tax revenue, supplies energy. We rea need this job for everyone in the _
community. The upgrades to the existing line w1'\1/1 also make it much safer. Than IND16-1 Comment noted.

you!

IND17 — Gonzalo Rodriguez

20140908-5101(29767848) . txt

Gonzalo_Rodriguez, Mahopac, NY. IND17-1 Comment noted.
INDI7-11T feel Tike this project is beneficial in many ways. Not only is it better for the
environment but it will provide jobs for our midd‘{e class Tlocal workers. Communities
will be stronger because of the tax revenue as well. It is all in all a positive
project in various ways. This also involves work I've been doing for over 25 years.

IND-13 Individuals



IND18 — Thomas Anthony Reilly

20140908-5102(29767930) (1).txt

Thomas Anthony Reilly, Cortlandt Manor, NY.
INDI8-1 [ This pipeline runs through my neighborhood and I would Tove to be a part of this
project.

IND19 — Isidro dos Santos

20140908-5103 (29767961) . txt

Isidro dos Santos, Ossining, NY.
IND19-1|T hope this will bring good_paying jobs for Local 60. It will help the economy as
well as help decrease unemployment.

IND20 — Anthony Decicco

20140908-5106(29768007) . txt

Anthony Decicco, Yonkers, NY.
IND20-1|Good paying jobs, highly skilled workforce, good for community, I support this

project.

IND-14

IND18-1

IND19-1

IND20-1

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Individuals



IND21 — Terrence Sturdiuant

20140908-5107 (29768018) . txt

Terence M Sturdiuant, Pine Plains, NY.

IND21-1 The Algonquin Pipeline expansion is very much needed. One example of this need IND21-1 Comment noted,
is the shortage of natural gas this past heating season causing sky rocketing
heating costs. Another example is New York's weak infrastructure. If we are to
compete with other States for 1ndustr‘g we must have this line. Please make this
possible for us. we all need these jobs.

IND22 — Enrique Gonzalez

20140908-5108(29768022) . txt

Enrique Gonzalez, Yonkers, NY.

IND22-1 I live in the area and_we reaﬂ[\:l need this work_to provide for our families. I
also believe that this will make the existing pipeline much safer with the upgrades IND22-1
that they plan on doing to the old line. Please approve th1s job for all of us here -
in the State. we really need it. our lives depend on it. I'm also sure it will be
done in a very safe and efficient manner.

Comment noted.

IND23 — Gene Pace

20140908-5110(29768108) (1).txt

gene pace, wingdale, NY.
ND23-1| 1t would be great for our local economy as well as help out local unions and allow
many new jobs for us. IND23-1 Comment noted.

IND-15 Individuals



IND24 — Juan Jose Castillo

20140908-5116(29768259) . txt

Jaun Jose Castillo, new rochelle, NY.
IND24-1|T support it because this will create jobs and boost up our economy.

IND25 — Antonio Monteiro

20140908-5120(29768266) . txt

Antonio Monteiro, yonkers, NY.
IND25-1| T Tive here and support the AIM project
JOBS JOBS JOBS!!!!

IND26 — Sergio Rangel

20140908-5122(29768279) . txt

sergio rangel, new rochelle, NY.
INDZvll!l:h'iS job will be build union and there for it will be done excellent and safe and I

ive here

IND-16

IND24-1

IND25-1

IND26-1

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Individuals



IND27 — David Fickeria

20140908-5127 (29768286) . txt

David A Fickeria, Yonkers, NY.
INE)Z“llI strongl support this project
his pipeline will provide a much needed boost to the economy and I live here

IND28 — Luis Mengeria

20140908-5131(29768299) . txt

Luis M Mengeria, Rey brook, NY
IND28-1 1t is a big project and is h1gh1y beneficial to the Tlocal union members that Tive

re.
I 11ve here and support the AIM project!

IND29 — Anne Harvey

20140908-5138(29768333) . txt

Anne Harvey, West Roxbury, MA.

To whom It May Concern:
IND29-1| T have Tived in West Roxbury for 15 years with my husband and children. we are very
concerned about the disruption and danger that this project will cause to our
neighbors and us. I would much rather see FERC encourage and help citizens learn how
to reduce their energy costs rather than adding to the pipeline. I'd like to know
exactly why we need tK1s additional pipeline, gow it will effect abutters and most
1mporta3t1y how it will affect all the residents of west Roxbury, Dedham and
westwoo

IND29-2

Thank you,

Anne Harvey Kilburn

IND27-1

IND28-1

IND29-1
IND29-2

IND-17

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Section 1.1 of the EIS describes the purpose and need for the Project. Impacts
on landowners and nearby residents, which would include abuttors, are
described throughout the EIS, including construction methods, traffic impacts,
socioeconomics, residential and public land conflicts, air quality, noise, and
safety.

Individuals



IND30 — Augusto Rosa

20140908-5152(29769118) . txt

au?ustov Rosa, pleaseantville, NY.
IND30-1

ive here and I support the AIM pr‘OJect" we also need good paying union jobs for
my brother and sisters at local

IND31 — Theresa Lynn

20140908-5154(29769140) . txt

Theresa Lynn, west Roxbury, MA.

IND31-1|We need more time to evaluate this proposed pipeline through our neighborhood. This
is an enormous undertaking and it pains me tﬁat more notice is given when some house
3 streets over wants to extend their back deck.

we need more time, discussion and information about this pipeline and from the many
interested part1es, not 1ust the ones that will benefit financially from the
construction of the pipeline

IND32 — Isaac Majano

20140908-5160(29769466) . txt

isaac majano, yonkers, NY.
\Nl)}z-l[good paying jobs and I Tive here and support the AIM project!!!!!!11

IND-18

IND30-1

IND31-1

IND32-1

Comment noted.

See the response to comment FA6-5.

Comment noted.

Individuals



IND33 — Gregory Gulb

20140908-5162(29769468) . txt

gregory j. gulb, crompond, NY.
IND33-1|I Tive here and would 1ike to see it go union with skilled labor and safety IND33-1 Comment nOted,

IND34 — Maryann McGuire

20140908-5164(29769519) . txt

maryann mcgui re mamarneck, NY.
IND34- || ave a lot of highly skilled union members sitting at home. we need the work to
go union to our brother and sisters!! I Tive here and support the AIM project IND34-1

Comment noted.

IND35 — Joseph Scipioni

20140908-5166(29769544) . txt

joseph scipioni, yonkers, NY.
inpas-1|I live in the area where the project takes place. I believe it would bring job IND35-1
growth, tax revenues to my area schools and make a difference to our environment. -

Comment noted.

IND-19 Individuals



IND36 — Antonio Carvalho

20140908-5167 (29769657) . txt

Antonio L. carvalho, new rochelle, NY.
IND36-1|T am in favor for the AIM project. I live here and want to see this go through. IND36-1 Comment noted.
much needed tax revenue into our community.

IND37 — John St. Amand

20140909-5000(29770197) . txt

John St. Amand, west Roxbury, MA.
IND37-1|PTease add a second hearing for this project. We need this commission to make a IND37-1 See the response to comment FAG-5.
formal presentation about the project were pepper can ask questions.

The people of Boston deserve to a second hearing to hear and sed the details of this
project.

Thank you,
John st. Amand

President
Charles River Spring valley Neighborhood Association

IND38 — Juan Jeminez

20140909-5067 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 9/2/2014 10:54:25 AM

IND38-1 Comment noted.

ND3g-1|

IND-20 Individuals



IND39 — Jose Peercina

20140909-5068 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 9/92/2014 10:57:10 AM

IND40 — Pedro Texeira

20140909-5071 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 9/92/2014 11:03:13 AM

IND41 — Luis Merlo

20140909-5072 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 9/2/2014 11:08:54 AM

IND41-1

IND-21

IND39-1

IND40-1

IND41-1

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Individuals



IND42 — Antonio Moreira
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very much.

INDA43 — Francisco Mendoza
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Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Comment noted.
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IND45 — Francisco Mendoza
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IND46 — Francisco Diaz
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IND47 — Guadalupe Oliveros
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English translation: Please provide the work that this project
will give to our families because many of us are without work.
Thank vou.
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IND46-1

IND47-1

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Comment noted.
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IND48 — Juan Jimenez
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Comment noted.

Comment noted.
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IND50 — Philip Price
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IND50-1 See the response to comment FA4-25.
IND*O-I';th?eszigﬁé gﬁogggggnﬁiszi'ine is to close to the accumulated spent fuel rods, - . . . . - .
which are_stored at Indian Point Nuclear Facility. It is also_ too close to two IND50-2 As noted in section 4.1.5.1 of the EIS, specific site-conditions, including
B L S?’t“ﬁ"?oﬁg'ftiﬁﬁmfﬁggéi’?ﬁﬁkéﬁl Pl earthquakes, are considered in the design of the pipeline. The recorded
TESH | Jaltagesel ectrical thanemlsston linestwould.alsolerossixhe pibelinetn'the sane aves magnitude of earthquakes in the Project area is relatively low and the ground

vibration would not pose a problem for a modern welded-steel pipeline.

IND50-4 [A1so, potentially high levels of radon, the leading cause of lung cancer in
non-smokers nationwide, will be transported in the pipeline.

IND50-3 See the response to comment SA7-4.

I think this is this a unsafe natural gas infrastructure proposal.

AT IND50-4 See the response to comment SA4-4.

Page 1
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IND51 — Sherman Alpert
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literally a disastrous and crazy

IND5H| spent fuel rods at the Indian Point
IND51-2| >gical faull lines, the Ramapo and
IND51-3

“lammable anc
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IND-26

IND51-1
IND51-2
IND51-3

See the response to comment FA4-25.
See the response to comment IND50-2.

See the responses to comments FA4-25 and IND50-2.

Individuals



IND52 — Denise Staats
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IND-27

IND52-1

IND52-2

IND52-3
IND52-4
IND52-5

See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA1-9, and SA4-5.

The Project would cross the Hudson River using the HDD method;
therefore, there would be no direct impacts on the river or its recreational
use.

See the response to comment SA4-4.
See the response to comment SA2-10.

See the response to comment LA1-10.
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IND53 — Genia Proffitt
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IND53-1

IND53-2

IND53-3

IND53-4
IND53-5
IND53-6

IND53-7

See the responses to comments FA6-5 and LA3-2.

The concern that the gas would not be needed if the local distribution
company repaired all its leaks is an issue more appropriately brought up
with the state agency that regulates local gas distribution companies, the
Massachusetts Department of Public Utilities. See section 1.1 of the EIS for
a discussion of the purpose and need for the Project.

We do not agree with the characterization of natural gas pipelines as
"extremely unsafe." See the responses to comments CO14-25 and LA5-12
regarding PHMSA's safety standards and the data showing transmission
pipelines to be a safe, reliable means of energy transportation.

Natural gas is considered neither toxic nor carcinogenic.
See the response to comment FA6-5.

See the responses to comments IND53-2 and CO15-4. Further, the export of
natural gas requires an authorization under section 3 of the NGA from the
U.S. Department of Energy for the commodity and the Commission for the
infrastructure. The facilities required to liquefy and export natural gas do
not currently exist in Boston. Also, as stated in section 4.12.1 of the EIS,
the Project would be designed to meet or exceed the minimum safety
requirements.

With respect to the quarry, see the response to comment FAG-1.
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IND54 — Jo-Anne Richard
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IND54-6
IND54-7
IND54-8

IND54-9

Comment noted.

Section 4.12 of the EIS discusses federal pipeline safety standards
applicable to this Project, and how they are specifically applied in HCAs.

The gas to be transported by the AIM Project is pipeline quality gas, which
must meet the Algonquin’s tariff specifications, and contains no
“unspecified (trade secret) chemical additives.”

The police station is one among several structures that are considered in
determining the class location of a given location along the West Roxbury
Lateral. Section 4.12.1 of the EIS discusses the safety standards applicable
to various class locations.

Algonquin has consulted with local governments in Massachusetts regarding
the placement of the proposed pipeline relative to roadways to minimize
traffic disruption. The Updated Traffic Management Assessment and Plans
for the West Roxbury Lateral can be found in appendix G of the EIS.

See the responses to comments SA4-5, SA13-5, and IND54-3.
See the response to comment FA6-1.

PHMSA collects data on the causes of pipeline incidents. A study entitled
"Impact Assessment of Traffic-Induced Vibration on Natural Gas
Transmission Pipeline" published in November 2012 in the_Journal of Loss
Prevention in the Process Industry concluded that while traffic-induced
vibration on a given natural gas pipeline is detectable, this vibration,
compared to other factors that are influencing the pipeline's structural
integrity, does not have a significant impact on the pipeline's lifetime period.
Note also that pipe segments would be joined by welding, not with rivets.

We evaluated two alternatives along the West Roxbury Lateral in the draft
EIS. We have updated sections 3.5 to include an evaluation of other
alternatives and variations identified subsequent to the issuance of the draft
EIS.

Individuals



IND54 — Jo-Anne Richard (cont’d)
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and become inhabitable.

wank you for considering my coaceras.

Please vote to deny this project.

IND-30

IND54-10

IND54-11

IND54-12

Economic benefits of the Project are discussed in section 4.9.9 of the EIS.
Taxes generated from the operation of the Project would result in an annual
tax revenue increase for the affected communities in the Project area.

Nighttime construction could occur during the HDDs of the Hudson and
Still Rivers. The work at these crossings must continue round-the-clock
until completed. Nighttime construction could also occur along portions of
the West Roxbury Lateral, particularly along commercial roads or at highly
trafficked intersections, in an effort to minimize traffic-related impacts (see
sections 4.9.5.2 and 4.11.3 of the EIS).

Project construction would temporarily generate additional noise and
vibration of a scale similar to road construction activities. However, due to
smaller workspace constraints in the Dedham/West Roxbury area,
Algonquin would be required to use smaller or less equipment to construct
in the area, resulting in lesser impacts than a major road construction project
(see section 4.11.2.3 of the EIS, which has been revised to address this
issue). Section 4.8.3.1 of the EIS describes Algonquin's Environmental
Compliant Resolution Procedure, which would be available in the event of a
landowner complaint during construction activities.

Individuals



IND55 — Allison Bernstein
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IND55-1

IND55-2

IND55-3

IND55-4

See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA1-9, and SA4-5.

See the response to comment LA1-10.

See the response to comment LA1-10. Also, as discussed in section 4.9.9 of
the EIS, Algonquin would pay taxes that may be used to offset any
municipal expenses.

See the response to comment SA1-9. Construction disturbance near the
school would be temporary. The construction right-of-way is 450 feet from
the school at its nearest point and a wooded area and natural berm lies
between the right-of-way and the school, reducing any distractions to
students.
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IND56 — John Louis Parker
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Jonn Lours PARKER
Atoragy atJaw
157 Stone Meadow Road
South Salem, New York 10590

(914) 8374171
September 10, 2014
Kimberly D. Bose
Secretary
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First Street, NE

Washington, DC 20426

Re:  Algonquin Incremental Market Project
Algonquin Pipeline/ Spectra Energy
Docket No. CP14-96

Request for Extension for Public Comments on
Draft Environmental Impacl Statement;

Request for Revised Draft EIS

Dear Secretary Bose:

T write regarding the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the above referenced
proposal currently pending before the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission.
Specifically, I write to request that the close of the public comment period for the Draft
EIS, currently scheduled for September 29, 2014 be extended to May 29, 2105 —a nine-
month extension. This request is made on behalf of Barbara Kopple, resident of the
Town of Yorktown, Westchester County, New York. The Draft EIS, at almost 1,000
pages, is notable for what it includes, what it excludes, and what it acknowledges was
not ready for public review and consideration by the close of the public comment
period.

The Draft EIS leaves the Commission with two possible choices regarding the public
comment period. Additional time is clearly necessary for public review of the currently
available Draft EIS. There are no specific regulatory time requirements for a National
Environmental Policy Act review of a proposed action and it is unclear why a project of
such geographic scope — impacting Pennsylvania to Massachusells —and a project that
raises many significant public health and environmental issues has only been allowed a
less than sixty (60) day time period for public review and public comment. Most

IND-32

IND56-1

See the responses to comments FA4-1 and FA6-5

Individuals



IND56 — John Louis Parker (cont’d)

INDS6-1 |interesting is that despite the currently open public comment time period, the
(eontd) |Commission has already scheduled the release of the Final EIS for December 19, 2014.

IND56-2 See the responses to comments FA4-1 and SA1-12.

INDs6-2 | Further, the Draft EIS concludes that

Construction and operation of the Project would result in some adverse
environmental impacts but most impacts would be reduced to less-than-
significant levels. This determination is based on a review of the information
provided by Algonquin ...

We developed site-specific mitigation measures that Algonquin would
implement to further reduce the environmental impacts that would other wise
result from construction of its Project.!

Draft EIS at £S-9 =10, respectfully. The mitigation measures recommended by FERC staff
rely upon additional work and analysis that was not completed as part of the Draft FIS
circulated for public review. Some of the proposed mitigation efforts will be reviewed
and analyzed after project approval. Significant public health, safety, and environmental
issues have effectively been removed from public review and public scrutiny during the
public comment period. Thus, there is significant information that the Draft LIS
identifies as not available for public review rendering it incomplete. Indeed, the Draft
LIS should be completed, revised, resubmitted to the public for review and comment when
completed.

For the reasons set forth in this submission, the choices facing the Commission require
additional time for public comment review now, or revising, the Drafl EIS, and
requiring a new window for public comment when it is re-released.

BACKGROUND.

On August 6, 2014, the Commission issued the Draft EIS on Algonquin Gas
Transmission, LLC’s Algonquin Incremental Market Project (Docket No. CP14-96.)
There is a public comment meeting for the proposal on Monday, September 15, 2014 in
Cortland Manor, New York and the Commission has set September 29, 2014 as the dose
NDs6-3|of the public comment period. Prior to the issuance of the Draft LIS, on June 24, 2014, IND56-3 The existing Algonquin pipe”ne continues under Stony Street and onto the

col??.mt'nts \4:\»'01’0 submitted un}whalt of Bafbdra ].(o}?ple to rcuso concerns ub.out the Kopple property; however, the take-up and relay segment for the AIM
review process, Lo request environmental compliance monitoring, and to raise X . - .
significant environmental impact issues associated with the proposal. Ms. Kopple is an Project stops at the west side of Stony Street and construction and operation
adjacent propertly owner directly impacted by the proposed pipeline construction and of the Project would not impact the Kopple property. See also the response

to comment SA4-16 regarding compliance monitoring.

1 Algonquin Incremental Market Project Draft Fnoironmental Impact Statement,
Algonquin Gas Transmission, 1.1.C, Docket No. CP14-96-000, FERC/ FIS-02341), issued
August 6, 2014 (“Draft EIS”).

(&)
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IND56 — John Louis Parker (cont’d)

IND56-3
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IND56-6

expansion. The project pipeline crosses twenty-two (22) feet under and across Stony
Street (west to cast), where it continues on the Kopple property as the same pipeline,
but apparently under a different name.

NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT REQUIREMENTS MusT BE MET FOR PROPER
PuBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT.

The environmental impacts caused by the proposal are of considerable concern to the
residents of New York and to the Kopple family. The law obligates the lead agency,
here FERC, to consider and to evaluate these impacts and public concerns. As the
regulations note

NEPA procedures must insure that environmental information is available to
public officials and citizens before decisions are made and before actions are
taken. The information must be of high quality. Accurate scientific analysis,
expert agency comments, and public scrutiny are essential to implementing
NEPA.

40 Code of I'ederal Regulation Part 1500.1(b). The Federal regulations acknowledge that
“universal time limits for the entire NEPA process are too inflexible,” but also
acknowledge that time limits could be set “if an applicant for the proposed action
requests them.” 40 CFR Part 1501.8, 8(a), respectively. There is no legal requirement
mandating that the Final EIS be issued on December 19, 2014 as the Commission has
scheduled. The purpose of the NEPA FIS is to be “analytic” rather than encyclopedic. In
the case of the Algonquin Pipeline EIS, the Draft EIS is neither analytic or encyclopedic
because it is not finished.

The lead agency is required to request comments “from the public, affirmatively
soliciting comments from those persons or organizations who may be interested or
affected.” 40 CFR Part 1503.1(n)(4). The public comments allow the lead agency to
“address cither the adequacy of the statement or the merits of the alternatives discussed,
or both.” 40 CFR Part 1503.3(a). At the conclusion of the lead agency’s review of the
public comments, it shall “assess and consider comments both individually and
collectively” and may “modify alternatives including the proposed action,” “develop and
evaluate alternatives not previously given serious consideration,” “supplement,
improve, or modify its analyses,” “make factual corrections,” or “explain why comments
do not merit further agency response.” 40 CFR Part 1504 (aj(1) - (4).

Additional time will allow the public a fair and meaningful opportunity to make
informed comments about the information put forth in the Draft EIS, and to comment
regarding the Commission’s process and conclusions. Alternatively, additional time
cannot allow informed public comments about the Commission’s process and

IND56-4 While the commentor is correct that "there is no legal requirement
mandating that the final EIS be issued on December 19, 2014," the Energy
Policy Act of 2005 requires FERC to establish a schedule for its review
process and that of related federal authorizations. In addition, the issuance
of the final EIS was delayed as a result of additional information needed
from Algonquin to complete the analysis.

IND56-5 See the response to comment FA4-1.

IND56-6 See the responses to comments FA4-1 and FA6-5.
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IND56 — John Louis Parker (cont’d)
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IND56-6| conclusions if such analyses arc omitted from Draft EIS. The Draft EIS submitted to the
o ublic must meet the letter, intent, or spirit of the National Environmental Policy Ac
(contd) | publ t t the lett tent, pirit of the National E tal Policy Act
and be presented to the public in a way that allows full public review and comment.

ADDITIONAL TIME NEEDED FOR PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT.

The pipeline expansion and construction proposal involves areas of New York that are
substantially different than they were when the pipeline was constructed in the 1950s
with regard to many things, particularly population density and the proximity of
people living on and near the pipeline and its associated operating, facilities and
infrastructure. The impacts associated with the pipeline at that time were not
considered in a governmental process that has any resemblance to the NEPA process
for the current proposal. Indeed, the builders of the original pipeline could not have
imagined the public health and safety implications of the chemicals found in hydro-
fracked natural gas. The current realities of exposure to toxic chemicals found in the

INDs6.7|natural gas - to communities and to businesses were also not foreseeable. The analysis
today is technical and community members are making every possible effort to analyze
and to meaningfully comment. The substantial challenge requires extra time - the
technical challenges alone require more than sixty (60) days. The law, absent hard
deadlines, provides for additional time for review. For these reasons, the Commission
should extend the public comment period through May 2015 to allow time for proper
public comment and review on the Draft FIS.

ADDITIONAL PUBLIC INFORMATION NEEDED FROM GOVERNMENT AGENCIFS.

The Algonquin Pipeline/ Spectra Energy’s planning for the Atlantic Bridge Project is

underway. On September 29, 2014, there is a meeting in Yorktown, New York on the
INDs&-8| Atlantic Bridge proposal. Oslensibly, the new Algonquin proposal will start at the
current lermination of the AIM project proposal al Stony Street in Yorktown and then
will continue eastward - proposing construction, expansion, and other work on the
pipeline. It must be noted that this area is zoned residential. The scope, scale, and
details of the Atlantic Bridge proposal are unknown Lo the public at this time - it will
have considerable impact on the Kopple family and on their properly al Stony Streel.
Additional tlime is necessary for requests for information under the Freedom of
Information Act, particularly from the Commission that will review and process the
application for the Atlantic Bridge proposal.

The September 29, 2014 public meeting on the Atlantic Bridge proposal is the same day
as the scheduled close of public comment on the Draft EIS. The FOIA information
request is necessary to determine if and how the Atlantic Bridge proposal is interrelated
with the current AIM proposal and thus, to determine if possible project segmentation
exists. Algonquin/ Spectra Energy is clearly planning a new proposal to further expand
and modify the existing pipeline - the terminus of one and the start point of another
happens to be located on the Kopple property. The intersection of these two massive

IND-35

IND56-7

IND56-8

See the response to comment FA6-5.

See the responses to comments FA3-5 and FAG-5.
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IND56 — John Louis Parker (cont’d)

IND56-8| proposals puts incredible pressure on the Kopple property and the surrounding
(contd) | community. Additional time to complete FOIA requests and to get additional

IND56-9

IND56-10

information to inform public comments on the Draft EIS is the only way to properly
address segmentation of the environmental review at this point. Segmentation - or
dividing up portions of larger work like pipeline expansion that avoids a full and
comprehensive review of all of the environmental impacts violates the National
Environmental Policy Act and its implementing regulations. Further, segmentation will
likely result in irreparable harm to the Kopple family if issues evade proper NEPA
review and public comment.

TiTE DETAILS OF ALGONQUIN PIPFLINE PROPOSAL HAS NOT BITN CLEARLY PRESTNTED
BrCAUSE OF OMISSION OF INFORMATION OR FACTUALLY INACCURATE INFORMATION.

The Draft LIS discusses the locations of Pipe and Contractor Ware Yards noting that two
will be located in New York. One of the proposed locations indicates that it would clear
cut, eviscerate, and use over 13 acres of environmentally sensitive parkland in Granite
Knolls West park in the Town of Yorktown that are of regional and statewide
environmental significance. The Draft EIS slates that “ Algonquin is working with the
Town of Yorktown” on the use of this parkland.z Draft FIS at Section 4.5.4.3, The
discussion includes obtaining “all necessary environmental and cultural resources
clearances.” [d. Unfortunately, the actual plan and details regarding Algonquin
Pipeline’s proposed use of this valuable and undisturbed parkland are unknown, and
the legjislation necessary from the New York State |egislature allowing the Town Lo
alienate the parkland for such an Algonquin use was not passed into Law. Thus, there
cannot be any cooperation between Town Officials and Algonquin on such a proposed
use.

Further, there is lack of information regarding the prospective uses on this parcel - does
it include a proposal to locate pipeline cleaning and maintenance infrastructure known
as a “pigging station” or other industrial process? Is the proposed pigging use a
permanent one for this location? Without commenting on the substantive
environmental and public health issues associated with these statements in the Draft EIS
- whal is the actual proposal and what are members of the public supposed to comment
on regarding this important community location?

& The issue of the use of the Granite Knolls West parkland and the discussions and

involvement between Town officials and Algonquin Pipeline/ Spectra have also been
the subject of ongoing Freedom of Information l.aw Requests made under New York
State l.aw.

ur

IND-36

IND56-9 Algonquin is no longer proposing a pipe and contractor ware yard at this
location. Section 4.8.5.1 and table 4.8.1-1 have been revised accordingly.

IND56-10 Algonquin would construct a new launcher and receiver facility and pressure
regulating facility within Granite Knolls Park West on the land parcel with
tax map identification number 26.09-1-22. These facilities would be
permanent. However, they would be located entirely within Algonquin's
existing right-of-way on the parcel. Therefore, operation of the launcher and
receiver and pressure regulating facilities would not permanently impact any
additional parkland outside Algonquin's existing easement.
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SIGNIFICANT SUBSTANTIVE SECTIONS OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF THE DRATT
EIS ARENOT AVAILABLE FOR PUBLIC COMMENT.

The Conclusions and Recommendations in the Draft EIS include the Commission’s
environmental staff’s numerous requests and additional requirements on the applicant.
The staff concludes that

if the proposed Project is constructed and operated in accordance with applicable
laws and regulations, the mitigating measures discussed in this EIS, and our
recommendations, most of these adverse impacts would be reduced to less than
significant levels.

Section 5.1, Draft EIS at 5-1.

The FERC environmental statf reach many conclusions on resources impacted by the
proposal, indluding: geology and paleontology, soils, water, wetlands, vegetation,
wildlife aquatic, cultural, air quality, and noise, among others. Id at Sections 5.1.1 -
5.1.14. The FERC staff’s mitigation recommendations were with the issuance of the Draft
EIS. There are many key issues and concerns raised by the FERC staff. In fact, there are
forty-two (42) individual recommendations many of which include subsections with
additional issues and details.

There is much information that will not be submitted by Algonquin until after the
public comment period ends. These issues identified by FERC staff include, for
example: compliance issues, specific mapping locations information, and range to
coastal consistency determinations by the State of New York, among others.® There are
several analyses and important additional information that are required to be submitted
to FERC prior to the end of the Draft EIS comment period.* Emphasis added. Thus, the public
cannot comment on issues of great public importance and significant environmental
impact, from safety conflicts with the Indian Point Nuclear Generating facility to air
quality to wetlands to endangered species.

These important issues have beent improperly excluded by the Commission from public review
and comment of the Draft EIS.

3 These mitigation recommendations include: 4, 5, 6, 7, 13, 15, 17, 20, 21, 25, 26, 28,
32,38, 39, 40, and 41.

4 These mitigation recommendations include: 14, 16, 18, 22, 23, 24, 29, 30, 31, 33, 35,
36, and 42.

IND-37

IND56-11

See the response to comment FA4-1.
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IND56 — John Louis Parker (cont’d)
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CONCLUSION.

The public has been asked to comment on an almost 1,000 page Draft Environmental
Impact Statement for the proposed Algonquin Pipeline expansion that brings significant
changes to their communities. The public has been given less than sixty (60) days to
complete this task.

The issues identified by the public prior to the issuance of the Draft EIS included
numerous public health and safety issues - including potential exposure to toxic
chemical releases to air and to water - and significant impacts of expansion of pipeline
infrastructure on established communities including neighborhoods, businesses, and
parks. After their review, the FERC environmental staff has proposed forty-two
mitigation recommendations - but seventy-five (75) percent of these recommendations
have not been presented to the public in a way that the public can review and make
meaningful comments on them. In fact, all of these recommendations identified by
FERC staff are not due to FERC until the close of the public comment period. The FERC
staff timeline to address their recommendations effectively forecloses the public from
review and comment on a multitude of critical issues.

L.ess than sixty days is not enough time for the public to conment on the information
contained in the Draft FIS.

Less than sixty days does not allow the public to comment on information that is not even
made available to them during the review process,

The Commission is faced with an unenviable position of extending the public comment
period now and then requiring a revised Draft EIS, or the Commission will have Lo
revise the Draft EIS and then provide the public another opportunity to review and
provide public comment on the then completed Draft EIS document. The NEPA
implementing regulations require the choice be made at this time because the public
comment period is aboul 1o be closed.

In either situation, the public and the Kopples need significantly more Lime Lo review, Lo
analyze, and to comment on the complicated issues presented in the Draft EIS that
impact so many public health and environmental concerns.

IND-38
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IND56-13

See the responses to comments FA4-1 and FA6-5.

See the responses to comments FA4-1, FA6-5, and SA1-12.
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Please let me know if you have any questions or require additional information
regarding this request.

Respectfully submitted,

/l

// r‘f{?ja 1

/T

\/john Parker

Attorney for Barbara Kopple
Town of Yorktown, New York
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Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Individuals



IND60 — Arthur Gaddist
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Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Comment noted.
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Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Comment noted.
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Comment noted.

Comment noted.
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IND71-1 Section 4.13 of the EIS includes our assessment of potential cumulative
impacts associated with the proposed Project and other projects. See also
the response to comment FA4-24.

IND7I-1]% 2 ir the

IND71-2 As discussed in section 4.13 of the EIS, hydraulic fracturing in the
Marcellus shale would occur well outside of the AIM Project construction
area, and outside of the sub-watersheds crossed by Project facilities. These
potential impacts are beyond the scope of the EIS.

IND71-2 |-
cluding

ve been numerous cases of

IND71-3 See the responses to comments FA4-24 and IND4-1.

IND71-4 See the response to comment FL4-4.

IND-45 Individuals



IND71 — William Huston (cont’d)

20140912-5073 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 9/12/2014 11:29:58 AM

IND71-5] 5+ e T calculaticns for 2IR, and Hig

alsc

y nol been established in

IND71-6

fon far the Northeast Fnergy

er Margan h
(NED) proj

s in Atlantic Canacza
IND71-7 <o be heading in

s not intend to export gas,

3 in this matter, T am filing

1), movant respectZully request a

LC, for a certificate of public
ing the
Tncremental Market Project and

IND71-5

IND71-6
IND71-7

IND-46

See the responses to comments FA4-25 and SA4-5. Also, the PIR calculation
methodology was established by PHMSA under its pipeline safety regulations
for operating natural gas pipelines. PHMSA has determined that the potential
failure of a pipeline could have significant impacts on people or property
within a PIR under this methodology. A disagreement with this calculation
methodology is more appropriately addressed through PHMSA.

Section 1.1 of the EIS discusses the purpose and need for the project.

We disagree. Kinder Morgan has not currently filed an application with the
Commission. Further, simply because gas on the Algonquin system, an
entirely different company and system than Kinder Morgan as shown in figure
3.3.1-1 of the EIS, does not indicate that the gas for the proposed project is
intended for export on this Project. See also the response to comment CO15-4.
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IND72-1 Some temporary impacts on wildlife species may occur during construction
and interim recovery periods, especially for those species associated with
upland forests. Algonquin would coordinate the Project schedule with
Westchester County officials and implement construction timing as required.

IND72-2 The Project would comply with the FERC's Plan and Procedures and
Algonquin's E&SCP to minimize disturbance to vegetation and wetlands and
waterbodies, including the adjacent pond. The new 42-inch-diameter pipeline
would replace the existing 26-inch-diameter pipeline within a 6-foot-wide
permanent easement granted in 1952 by the Westchester County Park
Commission and the Westchester County Board of Supervisors. That
easement also provides for a 75-foot-wide maintenance easement. The new
pipeline would be installed in the same trench as the existing pipeline to be
removed. The AIM Project would require ATWS outside the existing 75-
foot-wide maintenance easement within the Blue Mountain Reservation for
up to a 6-month period; the total temporary construction right-of-way would
generally be 100 feet wide. After construction, all impacted areas within the
Reservation would be returned to their preexisting use, and although long-
term temporary impacts would occur as a result of tree clearing, no permanent
impacts would occur. The permanent right-of-way would remain 6 feet wide
within the Blue Mountain Reservation.

IND72-3 Algonquin has indicated that as a matter of course, it does not use
herbicides/pesticides for general right-of-way vegetation maintenance
practices along any of its pipeline facilities.

IND72-4 Section 3.5 of the EIS has been revised to include an analysis of a potential
variation to the north of the current pipeline right-of-way in the Blue
Mountain Reservation.
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IND73-3 See the response to comment FL2-2.
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IND74 — Mercedes Lackey
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s i IND74-1 See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA4-2, and SA7-4.
IND74-2 See the response to comment SA4-4.
IND74-3 See the response to comment IND1-3 for information regarding
compressor station noise. See the responses to comments SA4-1 and SA4-
9 for information regarding compressor station emissions and emission
impact assessments.

IND74-4

IND74-4 See the response to comment LA23-21.

IND-50 Individuals



IND75 — Jan Boudart
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IND76 — Jan Boudart
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See the response to comment SA4-4.

See the response to comment FA4-23 regarding Algonquin's methane
emission minimization efforts. See the response to comment CO12-13 for
additional information regarding GHG impact assessments prepared for the

Project.

Comment noted.
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See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA4-2, and SA7-4.

See the response to comment FA4-25.

See the response to comment FL4-4.
See the response to comment SA4-4.

See the responses to comments SA4-1 and SA4-9.

See the responses to comments LA1-4, LA1-9, and FL4-8.

See the responses to comments FA4-23 and CO12-13.

See the responses to comments CO15-4 and FL4-10.

See the response to comment FL4-11.
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IND79 — Laura Lentz
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IND79-5

See the responses to comments FA4-24 and CO20-1.

See the response to comment FA4-25.

See the response to comment SA4-4.

See the responses to comments SA4-1, SA4-9, and IND1-3.

See the response to comment LA23-21.
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IND80-1

Algonquin is no longer proposing a pipe and contractor ware yard at this
location. Section 4.8.5.1 and table 4.8.1-1 have been revised accordingly.
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IND80-3 See the response to comment FA3-5.

IND80-4 See the response to comment SA4-10. The reliability and safety of the
Project is discussed in section 4.12.
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See the response to comment SA4-4.

See the responses to comments SA4-4 and CO14-25. Further, the
commentor appears to inappropriately cite all pipeline incident data
(including natural gas distribution and gathering pipelines and hazardous
liquid pipelines). The proposed Project is a natural gas transmission
project. Table 4.12.2-1 of the EIS presents natural gas transmission
pipeline incident data over the past 20 years based on required reporting to
PHMSA. Natural gas transmission pipelines have resulted in

1,237 incidents over this time period. See also the response to FL11-7
regarding the differences between natural gas transmission and gathering
pipeline incidents.

See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA4-2, and SA7-4.
See the responses to comments SA4-1, SA4-9, and IND1-3.
See the responses to comments FA4-1 and SA1-12.

See the responses to comments FA3-5 and CO15-4.

Comment noted.
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See the responses to comments FA4-25 and SA7-4.

See the responses to comments FA4-23 regarding Algonquin's methane
emission minimization efforts, CO12-13 regarding GHG impact
assessments prepared for the Project, and SA4-1 and SA4-9 for additional
information regarding compressor station emissions and emission impact
analyses.

See the responses to comments CO15-4 and FL4-10.

See the response to comment FL4-11.
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ORIGINAL

Peekskill, New York '
September 3, 2014y, e0 15 A, 1: 33

i
)

Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First Street NE, Room 1
‘Washington, DC 20426

RE: Algonquin Incremental Market (“AIM™) Project:
FERC Docket No. CP 14-96-00

Dear Secretary Bose:

Please accept the follomng commems on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(“DEIS”) for the Market (“AIM”) pipeline expansmn
project (the “Pipeline”), larly as it affects Westcl and Putnam counties in New

York State. I urge the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (“FERC”) to withdraw the
DEIS and take no further action on the application until all of the matters included in these

comments are addressed in a revised DEIS.
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See section 4.12 of the EIS for a discussion about public safety.
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Peekskill, New York
September 3, 2014

Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First Street NE, Room 1
‘Washington, DC 20426

RE: Algonquin Incremental Market (“AIM™) Project:

FERC Docket No. CP 14-96-00
Dear Secretary Bose:
Please accept the following comments on the Draft Envis 1 Impact St
(“DEIS”) for the proposed Algonquin I | Market (“AIM™) pipeline expansion
project (the “Pipeline”), parti ly as it affects Westch and Putnam counties in New

York State. | urge the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (“FERC”) to withdraw the
DEIS and take no further action on the application until all of the matters included in these
comments are addressed in a revised DEIS.
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Environmental Justice
Low income ities and ities of color have histori been overburdened as a result of air
Hution from energy ing facilities, and water polhmon from waste treatment facilities and the

dlspmpomonm locating of other undesirable land uses in those communities.
The United States Environmental Protection Agency (the "EPA") and the New York State D:plnmen! of

Eavironmenta! Conservation (NYSDEC) define envi | justice as the fair

munmgﬁ:l |mlvemmt of all people mgmlllu of race, culor national origin, or mcom: wnth respect to

the d and of 1 laws, and policies.

Fair treatment means that no group of people should bear a disproporti slmecfthe gati

environmental consequences resulting from industrial, go | and perations or

policies. Meaningful involvement means that people huvun PP ity to i in decisions about

activities that may affect their environment and/or health; the pnbhc s contnbuuon can influence the
decision; their will be idered in the decision making process; and the

y agency’s
decision mnkm seek out and facilitate the involvement of those potentially affected.

The Peekskill Environmental Justice report looked at the following characteristics:
o areas where a number of residents are living below the poverty line and/or where minorities
comprise more than 51.1 percent of the population
® current environmental burdens on Peekskill and surrounding areas
e comparative health status and adverse health effects

The study found the following:

®  Peckskill has a population of approximately 25,000, with the majority of its population being
African American or Latino.

= Neighborhoods within a 12.5-mile radius of downtown Peekskill are home to at least 2 hazardous
waste handlers, 7 hazardous waste facilities, 19 solid waste facilities, 27 major and minor air
poliuters, 87 industrial surface water sites, 20 municipal surface water sites, 15 toxic release
facilities, 47 hazardous waste handlers, and 23 toxic release sites. The majority of the toxic
release sites, hazardous waste, solid waste facilities and wastewater facilities are located in

domi ly Afri A - e

o Health data comparing Peekskill to di ities indi that Peekskill has
unusually high rates of asthma, including emergency room visits and hospitalizations, respiratory
cancers, death due to cardiovascular disease, and high incidents of low birth weight.

Tmpact of the AIM Pipeline Project

The AIM Project would have adverse impacts on neighborhoods within a 12.5-mile radius of downtown
Peekskill, NY, an area already home to more than ﬂmr fan' shau of hazardous waste facilities. The
adverse impacts on the envi _lllstlﬁﬂ d with the ion of the plpehne
would include the temporary increases in dust, noise, and traffic from the construction and the ongoing
impacts on air quality once the pipeline is completed.

In Westchester County, two census block groups crossed by the AIM Project have minority populations
greater than the minority threshold but the DEIS lacks any meaningful analysis of environmental justice
issues, While the adverse environmental impacts would occur along the entire pipeline route the DEIS
does not provide sufficient analysis to effectively determine if the Project would result in a
disproportionately high and adverse impact on these minority and low-income populations.

The absence of any meaningful analysis of the AIM Pm_pect‘s |mp|cton environmental justice issues

along the pipeline route deprived the pubhc ofa to and failed to take
the requisite hard look at the proposed pipeline’s envi lmpnct. A full analysns of alternative
routes and adequate comment time should be provided for any ding of the impact
upon envi | justice ities. As aresult, 8 revued DEIS must be prepared for review and

public comment to analyze the impact on environmental justice issues along the pipeline route.

IND-60

IND84-1

See the responses to comments FA-15 and LA9-16 regarding environmental
justice impacts and outreach efforts and SA1-12 regarding a supplemental

draft EIS.
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Impact of pipeline work area on bird populations:

Using eBird.org (|

d by the National Audub

Society and Comell Lab or

Ornithology, a trusted a widely used source of data on bird populations) and the New

York Natural Heritage Program database the foll d, Thr d, or
Special Concern species can be found in/around the work area.
Bald Eagles Common Raven eastern towhee
Red-shouldered Hawks worm-eating warbler barred owls
Peregrin Falcons Canada warbler pileated woodpeckers
American Black Duck northern waterthrush ovenbirds
Cooper's Hawk wood thrush Lousiana waterthrushes
Osprey black-throated green

warbler

These parks include Georges Island, Stony Point, Charles Point, Steamboat Riverfront
Park, and Blue Mountain Reservation.

The Blue Mountain Reservation, and surrounding areas, as well as Georges Island and
surrounding areas have been deemed crucial areas for supporting biodiversity in the
roton-to-Hig ds Blodi ity Plan.

The DEIS says no nesting bald eagles can be found within 0.5miles of the drilling site in
Verplanck.

Questlons:
INDg4-2 -Has Algonquin/Spectra confirmed their nesting eagle data with the Saw Mill Audubon
Society, the New York Natural Heritage Program database or any independent scientific
or conservation organizations?
-Eagles are known to frequent Verplanck and many residents have seen them year-
round in the area. Why is the radius of 0.5 miles considered significant for nesting
eagles?
INDg4-3| -How will the project impact the Endangered, Threatened, or Special Concern bird
species that can be found in and around the work area?
-Will the timeline of the project in those areas negatlvely impact nesting, breeding,
foraging of these species?
-Will the project disrupt food sources for these species?
INDg4-4] -How will ROWs be maintained in known bird habitats? Will there be herbicides?

populations. How will the choice of maintenance impact the various bird populations in
these areas?

Mowing? It has been documented that the form of maintenance can influence the bird

IND-61

IND84-2

IND84-3

IND84-4

See the responses to comments SA11-14 and SA11-15. National Bald Eagle
Management Guidelines require a 660-foot buffer of no activity around active
nests to avoid disturbance to nesting eagles. The 0.5-mile distance is the
management guideline disturbance buffer for explosives/blasting. In this
instance, there is no significance to 0.5 mile, just that it is much farther than the
required 660-foot avoidance buffer.

See the response to comment FA4-26. Section 4.7 of the EIS has been revised
to include the results of consultations with the FWS and update on
consultations with the NYSDEC.

Measures would be implemented to minimize impacts on birds and habitat
during construction and operation of the Project, including limiting routine
right-of-way maintenance clearing and prohibiting clearing during the
migratory bird nesting season (April 15 to August 1). These measures are
addressed in section 4.7.2 of the EIS. Algonquin would not apply herbicides
for general right-of-way maintenance. The maintained permanent rights-of-
way would be subjected to mowing every 3 years. To facilitate periodic
corrosion surveys, a 10-foot-wide strip centered on the pipeline would be
mowed annually to maintain herbaceous growth. See also the response to
comment FL8-12.
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Buchanan-Verplank Elementary School

My name is Courtney Willlams, my daughter wilt be starting ten at ferplank
Elementary School in the fall of 2015. The new pipetine route will pass within 450ft of
Buchanan-Verplank (B-V) Elementary School. This pipeline will also pass 450ft from my home in
Peekskill, and as I've loaked into the project my concern, both as a parent and as a scientist, has
grown.

The following are Issues not addressed in the DEIS.

1-will i for the district for cond: ) a transp: and
independent risk-analysis study along the lines of what is required by the California Department
of Education (see to the risks to a school in such close proxlmity to a42-inch
high pressure natural gas plpellne (and Indian Point)? A i

Coungil, in their ipelines and Land Use A Risk-Informed Approach,
they state, “a catastrophic fanlure of a high-pressure naturai gas transmission pipeline could
cause injury to people 100 feet or more away. For the largest and highest-pressure natural gas
pipelines, injury is possible out to 1,000 feet.” To lessen risk they suggested, “Possible land use
techniques include, for I blishing I or prohibiting certaln types of
uses and (such as schools) near issi ipelines.” Clearly the National Research
Council would consider allowing this pipeline in such close proximity an unwise risk.

According to Richard B. Kuprewicz, pipeline engi and presi of Accufacts (see
rupture of a high pressure natural gas fine 450ft away would result in a mortality rate of 100%
within 90 seconds for unsheltered individuals, such as children playing on the B-V playground.
Kuprewlcz further states, “For fixed non-pipeline facilities, fence boundary thermal flux limits
are usually set at a maximum of 5 KW/m2 or lower for new ptants in many countries.” If FERC
were to consider that limit in siting this pipeline it would have to be over 2500ft from B-V. Will
Algonquin provide an early ignition pipeline rupture heat flux versus distance curve that can be
publicly reviewed and defended so that parents, administrators, public officials and staff of BV
can see for themselves the risks? If the assessment deems the risk unacceptable and the District
acts, is 5 / in prepared to the District for the loss of the school? Will
the FERC consider the outcome of such a risk assessment and choose the ‘no build’ option if the
pipeline presents an undue risk to students and staff and B-V?

2-Will Al finance an i Health Impact Assessment of this project for the
District? What do independent, peer-reviewed research studies say about the health impact of
being in ciose proximity to the removal of the existing, decades-old pipeline? Will the

in the old pipes being removed (radon, lead, and other compounds known to be in natural gas)
be released? Wil there be increased amounts of dust and debris from the work (exhaust fumes,
dust, particulate matter)? Are those with respiratory issues like asthma at increased risk from
this project? Is it safe for students to be outside for recess or sports during the construction
period? Will Spectra/Algonquin be sending notices to the homes of students, holding public
meetings or otherwise communicating the health impacts, or lack thereof?

3-If the risk to schoolchildren Is ignored, will the area of pipe adjacent to B-V be designated as a
“Class 4 High Consequence Area” for purposes of pipeline safety regulations? B-V will be 450ft

from a 42-inch pipeline, well within the ~850ft HCA radius.

B-V Elementary School

IND84-5 See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA1-9, and SA4-5 regarding safety
impacts near the IPEC facility and the Buchanan-Verplanck Elementary
School and FL8-2 regarding the PIPA report. Further, see the response to
comment LA1-10 regarding insurance. Also, Algonquin would pay taxes
that may be used to offset any municipal expenses.

IND84-6 See the response to comment SA4-10. As discussed in section 4.8.6.2 of the
EIS, Algonquin's removal of pipe or equipment that has been in contact with
natural gas would be in accordance with EPA's PCB rules and regulations,
as well as associated federal and state operating procedures. Construction
air emissions are discussed in section 4.11.1.3 of the EIS. Also, see the
response to comment SA1-9 for Algonquin's proposed construction schedule
near the Buchanan-Verplanck Elementary School.

IND84-7 The area surrounding the pipeline that includes the Buchanan-Verplanck
Elementary School does not meet the qualification criteria for a Class 4
designation; it meets the criteria for a Class 3 location. However, see the
responses to comments SA1-9 and FA4-25 regarding Algonquin's
commitment to construct a segment of the pipeline to exceed the most
stringent Class 4 design requirements.
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4-The Pipeline and Informed Planning Alliance’s Flnal Report of Recommended Practices from

INDS4-8 | 2010 states clearly the lines for allowing d near Since B-V is already
present, and the pipeline is being put in along a new route 450ft from the school, should the
same guidelines not apply? The PIPA warns that building institutionat facilities {such as schools)
that are difficult to evacuate should be done to “reduce the consequences that could result
from a transmission pipeline accldent The repons lists extensive enhancements that should be
included in near h fire p of bulldings {l.e.
automatic sprinklers, water screens, exp etc.) and/or fire
(non-combustible construction, window Ilmlta‘hon. etc.) may also be implemented to further
mitigate the impact of a potential transmission pipeline incident. NFPA 1, Fire Code, provides
minimum standards for separation distances for various oc based on fire end
{in hours) and incorporates many other NFPA codes and standards (by reference) for fire
protection. NFPA 5000 and IBC provide mi for fire end e for various

" Is Al in willing to the District for such modifications If this new
route 450ft from the school is approved?

IND84-9 |5-Will Algonquin and/or relevant permitting agencies inform the District when gas flow will
begln and when blow downs at locat metering and compressor stations occur? Does testing or
gas flow into the new pipe pose additional risk to the B-V? Will the district be forced to update
any emergency response or evacuation plans in light of this work and the likelihood of road

| due to ? Wil Al keep the District informed of these day to day
changes so plans can be adjusted in real time?

IND84-10 |6-If this proposed prc]ect and its associated risks necessitate the District taking out additional
| e will the district or will those costs be passed on to tax payers?

IND84-11|7-When exactly will the construction (both the horizontal drilling and the pipeline

I/repl ) take place, during the summer or during the academic year? Will
constructlon require altering bus routes (the pipeline crosses 9A and will require road closure)
or pickup/dropoff procedures? Will road closures near the school impact the ability of
personnel to reach the school? Will the road closures require altering the

plan for B-v?
8-Construction will proceed six days per week, 12 hours per day and include drilling, digging,
heavy y, cranes, and large trucks. Will it |mpact dassmom instruction? Will
recess and/or sports be Is Sp: prepared to finance
any y changes oofing, wil etc) the district must make to accommodate

their project or will the expense fall to tax payers?

Sources:

hitp://www.nap.edu/catalog.php?record id=11046
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/publications/pipa/PIPA-Report-Final-2! 117.pdf
bttp://www.pipelinesafetytrust.com/docs/accufacts report fd ra.

http://www.cde.ca.gov/Is/fa/sf/protocoi07.asp

B-V Elementary Schaol

IND-63

IND84-8

IND84-9

IND84-10
IND84-11

See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA1-9, and FL8-2 regarding the
additional mitigation measures Algonquin has committed to implementing
on its pipeline and the information about the PIPA report. Further, see the
response to comment LA1-10 regarding insurance. Also, Algonquin
would pay taxes that may be used to offset any municipal expenses.

Algonquin must receive FERC approval prior to placing the Project into
service and must also notify FERC on the public record that the facilities
have been placed in service (see recommendations 9 and 10 in section 5.2
of the EIS). See also the response to comment SA4-3 regarding
notifications of planned blowdowns.

See the response to comment LA1-10.

Table 2.4-1 in the EIS provides the preliminary construction schedule for
the Project facilities. See also the responses to comments SA1-9 and
IND55-4.

Individuals
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IND84-12

INDg4-13

IND84-14

IND84-15

Comment Fact Sheet for Proximity to Buchanan-Verplanck Elementary School and other
densely populated areas:

High Consequence Area (HCA) Is specific local where ‘inadvertent release’ would have the most
significant adverse consequences. Once IDed, operators are required to devote additional
facus, efforts, and analysis in HCAs to ensure integrity of pipeline.

HCA for Algonquin Pipeline is 844.9ft on either side of the pipeline from the Hudson to
intersection of Washington St and Boulder Dr in Cortlandt, and from the eastern edge of Blue
Mountain to Lexington Ave in Yorktown. All other areas are NOT designated as HCAs.

h Verplanck Ek y School is only 450ft from the pipeline, well within HCA, as are
numerous homes, houses of worship, and business.

At distance of 450ft rupture would result in a mortality rate of 100% within 90 seconds for
unsheltered individuals, such as children playing on the B-V playground. (Source: Accufacts, Inc)

Natianal Research Council and Pipeline and Informed Planning Alliance (PIPA) both caution
against schools and other hard to evacuate facilities close to pipelines. PIPA recommends
enhanced fire protection for buildings.

Current gency pi | is to turn off pipeline valves, wait for gas to burn off
before initiating any rescue at

Questions to ask:

- Wil A) i ission (or burse the district for conducting) a transparent and
Independent risk-analysis study along the lines of what is required by the California Department
of Education to determine the risks to a school in such close proximity to a 42-inch high
pressure natural gas pipeline (and Indian Point)?

4

- Will Algonquin finance an indep Health Impact Assessment of this project? Are those
with respiratory issues like asthma at increased risk from this project? Is it safe for children to
be outside for recess or sports during the construction period? Will Spectra/Algonquin be
sending notices to the homes of students, holding public meetings or otherwise communicating
the health iImpacts, or lack thereof?

- If the risk to schoolchildren is ignored, will the area of pipe adj; to B-V be desif dasa
“Class 4 High Consequence Area” for purposes of pipeline safety regulations? What about other
densely populated areas of Westchester?

- Since B-V is already present, and the pipeline is being put in along a new route 450ft from the
school, should the same PIPA guidelines for safe distances and enhanced fire protection nat
apply? Is Al in willing to p the District for such modifications if this new route

450ft from the school is approved?

IND-64

IND84-12

IND84-13

IND84-14

IND84-15

See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA1-9, and SA4-5.

See the responses to comments SA4-10 regarding a health impact
assessment and SA1-9 regarding construction near the Buchanan-
Verplanck Elementary School.

See the response to comment SA1-9.

See the response to comment IND84-8.

Individuals
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h r Spectr:

Algonquin Gas LLC is a wholly owned subsidiary of Spectra Energy.

The AIM project's plans on repl:

an existing 26-inch di ipeline with 42-inch diameter
pipeline. As a result, the Project will igni

reby pri

Spectra Energy has had twenty one incidents since 2006 for $8.564.246 in property damage,
according to PHMSA, the U.S. Department of Transportation’s Pipeline & Hazardous Materials
Safety Administration.

Documents obtained by NaturalGasWatch.org. according to PHMSA, Spectra through one of its two
subsidiaries on the N]/NYC project, the Algonquin Gas Transmission Co, or the Texas Eastern
a has been cited b

Federal pipeline safety regulators have cited
jpeli jon i : Al Mississi| Te!

Compressor incident Spectra first said was nothing. Others are about “internal corrosion” thatas a
Spectra employee says they never bothered to check for

Questions to ask:

- Will Algonquin /Spectra Energy carry encugh insurance to cover loss of life & property? Who is
their insurance carrier?

IND84-16

IND84-17 | - Will Algonquin /Spectra Energy work closely with NY State regulators to ensure that violations do
not occur in NY State regarding corrosion of existing and new pipelines?

IND84-18 | What penalties/fines will be imposed on Algonquin/Spectra to pay for non-compiiance of
maintenance of new and existing pipelines?

IND-65

IND84-16

IND84-17

IND84-18

See the response to comment LA1-10.

New York State, through agreement with PHMSA, inspects interstate gas
pipelines and PHMSA's Office of Pipeline Safety enforces federal pipeline
safety regulations, which include corrosion prevention elements.

Violations of safety standards under the Pipeline Safety Act are subject to
monetary penalties, enforced by PHMSA's Office of Pipeline Safety.

Individuals
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IND84-10 Impact on Parkiands, bi v, forest frag
Blue Mountain Reservation {and vicinity, including Dickey Brook), Pleasantside wetlands
(including Furnace Brook Headwater Preserve), and Sylvan Glen/Granite Knolls West were
deemed as being crucial areas for supporting biodiversity in the Croton-to-Highland:
Biodiversity Plan (2004). Blue Mountain is a “biodiversity hub,” P ie a “habitat
fragment of concern,” and Sylvan Glen is “biotic planning unit.”

The AIM praject completely bisects all of the areas mentioned above. The DEIS dismissed any

i | impact as minimal, categorizing the areas as “edge habitats” and “highly
fragmented” in totat disagreement with expert opinions expressed in the Biodiversity Plan and
other peer-r d published it .

IND84-20|Of Blue Mountain Reservation’s 1538 acres, 400 acres or one quarter would be lost to the
pipeline work area and/or converted to edge-habitat. Further, the current right of way (ROW)
at only 6ft does not fragment the park. The proposed 75ft ROW would comptetely bisect the
Reservation and fragment it in two.

IND84-21 | Dickey Brook would lie completely within the work area in Peekskill as the pipeline runs along
it. A freshwater stream that transitions to an estuarine environment along its lower reach
where it joins the Hudson River, it supports estuarine fisheries. This Brook, and associated
wetlands, would be destroyed.

INDR4-22 | Pleasantside wetlands and the Furnace Brook Headwater Preserve are particularly important
for biodiversity and would be bisected.

IND84-23| The DEIS mentions Sylvan Glen only in regards to its recreational activities. This is a
itis isolated from other habitats. Currently 50ft permanent easement fragments the park in

two. Addition of the permanent pigging station and temporary 15 acre ware yard would result
in loss of 61 acres of interior forest to construction space and new edge-habitat.

The impacts, of bisecting these areas, on the biodiversity, wetlands, and water quality are not
addressed in the DEIS.

Questions:

-How does Algonquin propose to avoid fragmenting Blue Mountain forest and further
fragmenting the Furnace Brook Headwater Preserve and Sylvan Glen Preserve? What loss of
habitat will occur?

IND84-25| I habitat loss cannot be avoided or repaired, what alternate routes does Algonquin propose?
-What size ROW will be maintained in each of these areas? Can these ROWs be limited to 25ft
or less to avold Introducing an edge and fragmenting the interiors of these preserves?

-How will these ROWs be maintained? Mowing? Herbicides? How will these various forms
impact the habitat and biodiversity, and which will have the least impact? Will the Algonquin
agree to use the method that minimizes the impact as much as possible?

IND81-21

IND84-26

IND84-27

mischaracterization. The Biodiversity Plan considers it a “Biotic Planning Unit”- crucial because -

IND-66

IND84-19
IND84-20

IND84-21
IND84-22

IND84-23

IND84-24

IND84-25

IND84-26

IND84-27

Comment noted. See the response to comment IND84-24.

The permanent right-of-way would remain 6 feet wide within the Blue
Mountain Reservation. The temporary right-of-way would include
restoration and revegetation to preconstruction cover types in order to avoid
long-term significant habitat changes. See also the response to comment
IND72-2.

See the responses to comments CO13-1 and CO13-8.

Comment noted. Sections 4.3.2.6 and 4.4.3 of the EIS discuss impacts on
and mitigation for surface waters and wetlands.

The pig launcher/receiver facility would be located entirely within the
existing permanent right-of-way, and Algonquin is no longer proposing this
contractor ware yard. The new launcher/receiver facility would have a
minor but permanent impact on the visual character of the parcel of Granite
Knolls West where it would be installed. There would be no other
permanent impacts on Sylvan Glen or Granite Knolls West; however, the
impacts associated with the tree clearing would be long term. The
temporary right-of-way would include restoration and revegetation to
preconstruction cover types in order to minimize long-term significant
habitat changes.

Algonquin would minimize habitat impacts in these areas to the extent
practicable. Temporary habitat impacts would occur within the construction
right-of-way during construction and interim recovery periods. Permanent
habitat impacts would not occur because existing right-of-way would be
utilized. Revegetation of temporary right-of-way would include restoration
and revegetation to preconstruction cover types. Algonquin would
implement the measures in its E&SCP to minimize impacts on vegetation
within construction right-of-way and improve revegetation success in order
to minimize long-term significant habitat changes.

We have reviewed Algonquin's routing studies performed to analyze
avoiding habitat to the extent practicable. If habitat cannot be avoided or
restored on site, off-site mitigation would be provided to offset impacts as
determined and required through ongoing consultations with jurisdictional
agencies.

Section 4.8.5.1 of the EIS provides permanent right-of-way widths for New
York preserves crossed by the Project. The temporary right-of-way would
include restoration and revegetation to preconstruction cover types in order
to avoid long-term significant habitat changes.

See the response to comment IND84-4.

Individuals
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IND84-28

IND84-29

IND84-30

Impact of pipeline work area on bird populations:

Using eBird.org | d by the t Audubon Society and Cornell Lab or
Ornithology, a trusted a widely used source of data on bird poputations) and the New
York Natural Heritage Program d| the foll g End i, Tt d, or
Special Concern species can be found in/around the work area.
Bald Eagles Common Raven eastern towhee
Red-shouldered Hawks worm-eating warbler barred owls
Peregrin Falcons Canada warbler pileated woodpeckers
American Black Duck northern waterthrush ovenbirds
Cooper's Hawk wood thrush Lousiana waterthrushes
Osprey black-throated green

warbler

These parks include Georges Island, Stony Point, Charles Point, Steamboat Riverfront
Park, and Blue Mountain Reservation.

The Blue Mountain Reservation, and surrounding areas, as well as Georges Island and
surrounding areas have been deemed crucial areas for supporting biodiversity in the
Croton-to-Highl Biodiversity Plan.

The DEIS says no nesting baid eagles can be found within 0.5miles of the drilling site in
Verplanck.

Questions:

-Has Algonquin/Spectra confirmed their nesting eagle data with the Saw Mill Audubon
Society, the New York Natural Heritage Program database or any independent scientific
or conservation organizations?

-Eagles are known to freq planck and many resid have seen them year-
round in the area. Why is the radius of 0.5 miles considered significant for nesting
eagies?

-How will the project impact the Endangered, Threatened, or Special Concern bird
species that can be found in and around the work area?

-Will the timeline of the project in those areas negatively impact nesting, breeding,
foraging of these species?

-Will the project disrupt food sources for these species?

~How will ROWs be maintained in known bird habitats? Will there be herbicides?

Mowing? It has been documented that the form of maintenance can influence the bird

populations. How will the choice of maintenance impact the various bird populations in
these areas?

IND-67

IND84-28

IND84-29

IND84-30

See the response to comment IND84-2.

See the response to comment IND84-3.

See the response to comment IND84-4.

Individuals
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IND81-31

IND84-32

Bird Population Impacts

Using data gathered at e8ird.org, a site ined by the N | Audubon Society and Cornell Lab or
Ornithology, a trusted a widely used source of data on bird
Threatened, or Special Concern species will be impacted by this project.

Near the site of the Hudson drilling the following species have been found at Georges Island, Stony
Point, Charles Point, Steamboat Riverfront Park:

Bald Eagles
Red-shouldered Hawks
Peregrin Falcons
American Black Duck
Cooper's Hawk

Osprey

Common Raven

In Blue Mountain Reservation, a designated biodiversity hub that will be completely bisected by the
pipeling, the worm-eating warbler, a special concern species has been sited.

In Blue Mountain, the combination of the loss of forest for the ROW and the introduction of edge forest
along its perimeter would result in the loss of approximately 400 acres of interior forest from Blue
Mountain Reservation. 400 acres is one quarter of the entire parki This project, as proposed would
resuit in foss or conversation to edge forest, of approximately 25% of the parks total acreage! In short,
Blue Mountain is not edge forest, it is not fragmented, it supports forest-interior species. This will
destroy habitat that currently supports the species named. At present, the 6 ft ROW does not constitute
a fragmentation barrier of much import. However, the 75ft work area will result in forest fragmentation
and the introduction of edge forest right through the center of the Reservation.

Additionally, data from the New York Natural Heritage Program database indicates that Canada warbler,
northern waterthrush, wood thrush, black-throated green warbler, and eastern towhee species are
located on Georges Island. In Blue Mountain, barred owls, pileated woodpeckers, woad thrushes,
ovenbirds, and Lousiana waterthrushes can also be found. In the Pleasantside wetlands, south and east
of Blue ituting the for Furnace Brook, Canada warblers, plleated
woodpeckers, worm-eating warblers and others can be found.

What impact will the pipeline have on those The Blue N in Reservation, and
surrounding areas, as welt as Georges Island and surrounding areas have been deemed crucial areas for
supporting blodiversity (http://www.yorktownny.org/planning/croton-highlands-biodiver: lan). This
project is proposed to run through or close to those sites. How will the project impact the Endangered,
Threatened, or Special Concern bird species that can be found there? Will the timeline of the project in
those area negatively impact nesting, breeding, foraging of these species? Will the project disrupt food
sources for these species?

How will these ROWs be maintained? Will there be herbicides? Mowing? It has been documented that
the form of cani the bird (see King et al Biological Conservation 2009)
How will the choice of maintenance impact the various bird populations in these areas?

King etal http://nalde.nal.usda.gov/download/36016/PDF
Miller and Clemens http://www.yorktownny.o nning/croton-highlands-biodiversity-plan

IND-68

IND84-31

IND84-32

Algonquin expects construction within the Blue Mountain Reservation to
occur between March and October 2016. However, clearing would be
prohibited during the migratory bird nesting season (April 15 to August 1) to
avoid and minimize impacts on nesting/breeding. Short-term impacts may
occur to individual foraging/food sources but would not be expected to
impact populations of species due to adequate food sources and foraging
habitat outside of the construction area.

See the response to comment IND84-4.

Individuals
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IND8S-1

ORIGINAL

Peekskill, New York
September 3, 2014

Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First Street NE, Room 1
Washington, DC 20426

/S d38 L

RE: Algonquin Incremental Market (“AIM”) Project:
FERC Docket No. CP 14-96-00

Dear Secretary Bose:

Please accept the following comments on the Draft Envi { Impact S

(“DEIS™) for the proposed Algonquin [ | Market (“AIM”) pipeline expansion
project (the “Pipeline”), particularly as it affects Westchester and Putnam counties in New
York State. I urge the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (“FERC”) to withdraw the
DEIS and take no further action on the application until all of the matters included in these
comments are addressed in a revised DEIS. #
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IND85-1

Section 4.12.3 of the EIS concludes that for the majority of the Project where
older pipe would be replaced, the Project would not increase the risk to the
nearby public. For the small portion of the Project involving looping or a
new pipeline, the Project would result in a slight increase in risk to the
nearby public. Section 4.12.1 of the EIS discusses federal safety standards
for natural gas pipelines and how these standards are applied in HCAs.
Section 4.12.3 of the EIS discusses safety-related concerns and other specific
measures that Algonquin has proposed or that we are recommending to
further address public safety concerns.

Individuals



IND85 — Susan Gitlitz (cont’d)

20140915-0024 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 09/15/2014

IND85-2

IND§5-3

Bird Population Impacts

Using data gathered at eBird.org, a site d by the | Society and Cornell Lab or
Ornithology, a trusted a widely used source of data on bird End; d,
Threatened, or Special Concern species will be Impacted by this project.

Near the site of the Hudson drilling the following species have been found at Georges Isiand, Stony
Point, Charles Point, Steamboat Riverfront Park:

Bald Eagles
Red-shouldered Hawks
Peregrin Falcons
American Black Duck
Cooper's Hawk
QOsprey

Common Raven

In Blue A i , @ desi| ity hub that will be completely bisected by the
pipeline, the worm-eating warbler, a special concem species has been sited.

In Blue Mountain, the combination of the loss of forest for the ROW and the introduction of edge forest
along its perimeter would result in the loss of approximately 400 acres of interior forest from Blue
Mountain Reservation. 400 acres is one quarter of the entire park! This project, as proposed would
result in loss or conversation to edge forest, of approximately 25% of the parks total acreage! In short,
Biue Mountain is not edge forest, it is not fragmented, it supports forest-interior species. This will
destroy habitat that currently supports the species named. At present, the 6 ft ROW does not constitute
a fragmentation barrier of much import. However, the 75ft work area will result in forest fragmentation
and the introduction of edge forest right through the center of the Reservation.

Additionally, data from the New York Natural Heritage Program database indicates that Canada warbler,
northern waterthrush, wood thrush, black-throated green warbler, and eastern towhee species are
located on Georges Island. In Blue Mountain, barred owls, pileated woodpeckers, wood thrushes,

birds, and Lousiana ushes can also be found. In the Pleasantside wetlands, south and east
of Blue ing the h for Furnace Brook, Canada warblers, pileated
k worl ting warblers and others can be found.
What impact will the pipeline have on those l ? The Blue Reservation, and
surrounding areas, as well as Georges Island and surrounding areas have been deemed crucial areas for
supporting biodiversity (http: .yorktownny.org/planning/croton-highlal fodivers| n). This

project is proposed to run through or close to those sites. How will the project impact the Endangered,
Threatened, or Special Concern bird species that can be found there? Will the timeline of the project in
those area negatively impact nesting, breeding, foraging of these species? Will the project disrupt food
sources for these species?

How will these ROWSs be maintained? Will there be herbicides? Mowing? it has been documented that
the form of can infl the bird (see King et al Biological Conservation 2009}
How will the choice of maintenance impact the various bird populations in these areas?

King et al http://naldc.nal.usda.gov/download/36016/PDF

Miller and Clemens http://www.yorl nny.org/planning/croton-highlands-blodiversity-plan

IND-70

IND85-2

IND85-3

See the response to comment IND84-31.

See the response to comment IND84-4.

Individuals
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impact on Parkiands, biodiversity, forest fragmentation:
NDss. 1| Blue Mountain Reservation (and vicinity, including Dickey Brook), Pleasantside wetlands
(including Furnace Brook Headwater Preserve), and Sylvan Glen/Granite Knolls West were
deemed as being crucial areas for supporting biodiversity in the Croton-to-Highland:
Biodiversity Plan {2004). Blue N in is a “biodi y hub,” Pl de a “habitat
fragment of concern,” and Sylvan Glen Is “blotic planning unit.”

The AIM project completely bisects alli of the areas mentioned above. The DEIS dismissed any
| impact as I the areas as “edge habitats” and “highly

frag d” in total disags with expert opinions expressed in the Biodiversity Plan and

other peer-reviewed published literature.

Of Blue Mountain Reservation’s 1538 acres, 400 acres or one quarter would be lost to the
pipeline work area and/or converted to edge-habitat. Further, the current right of way (ROW)
at only 6ft does not fragment the park. The proposed 75ft ROW would completely bisect the
Reservation and fragment it in two.

Dickey Brook would lie completely within the work area in Peekskill as the pipeline runs along
it. A freshwater stream that transitions to an estuarine environment along its lower reach
where it joins the Hudson River, it supports estuarine fisheries. This Brook, and associated
wetlands, would be destroyed.

Pleasantside wetlands and the Furnace Brook Head Preserve are particularly important
for biodiversity and would be bisected.

The DEIS mentions Sylvan Glen only in regards to its recreational activities. This is a
mischaracterization. The Biodiversity Plan considers it a “Biotic Planning Unit”- crucial because
it is isolated from other habitats. Currently 50ft permanent easement fragments the park in
two. Addition of the permanent pigging station and temporary 15 acre ware yard would result
in loss of 61 acres of interior forest to construction space and new edge-habitat.

The impacts, of bisecting these areas, on the biodiversity, wetlands, and water quality are not
addressed in the DEIS.

Questions:

-How does Al in propose to avoid fr: ing Blue in forest and further
fragmenting the Furnace Brook Headwater Preserve and Sylvan Glen Preserve? What loss of
habitat will occur?

vpss- | -If habitat loss cannot be avoided or repaired, what alternate routes does Algonquin propose?
-What size ROW will be maintained in each of these areas? Can these ROWSs be limited to 25ft
or less to avoid introducing an edge and fr ing the interiors of these preserves?

-How will these ROWSs be maintained? Mowing? Herbicides? How will these various forms
IND85-8 | impact the habitat and biodiversity, and which will have the least impact? Will the Algonquin
agree to use the method that minimizes the impact as much as possible?

IND85-5

INDgS-7 |

IND85-4

IND85-5
IND85-6

IND85-7

IND85-8

IND-71

See the responses to comments IND84-20, IND84-21, IND84-22, IND84-
23, and IND84-24.

See the responses to comments IND84-24.

Section 3.5 of the EIS has been revised to include an analysis of a potential
variation to the north of the current pipeline right-of-way in the Blue
Mountain Reservation.

See the response to comment IND84-26.

See the response to comment IND84-4.

Individuals
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Fi ial | ts on M ipalities

Concemn:
Regarding public safety and emergency response, page 4-262 of the draft EIS states:

Algonquin would maintain a liaison with public authorities and focal utilities in all focations along
the pipeline system. A current list of those to be contacted would be mai by the

Tr ission Area igers at the South Plair (New Jersey), Cromwell (Connecticut), and
Waestwood (Massachusetts) Area Offices. Algonquin would pmwde the appropriate training to

local gency service p before the pipeline is placed in service.
Questions:
INDss0 | o  Since some of the most extensi ion and operations of the pipeline will take
place in the state of New York, will Alg: open a Transmission Area M: 's

office in New York?
IND85-10 | « Near municipal, state and county borders, have Algonquin managers coordinated with
local officials to determine which authorities will respond to which incidents in the project

. area?
D851 o Have local communities coordinated with each other to determine response pians?

IND8s-12| ® Has Algonquin adequately prepared local to h g the
l pipeline? Has the FERC assesaed the readiness of local authorities in collaboraﬁun wnh
Algonquin's staff, and do they meet current readiness standards?
IND8S-13 | » Do response plans differ in areas where the size of the pipeline is increasing from 26" to
427

INDRELd | « Who bears the cost of any additional emergency response staff, training, and equipment
that may arise from a change in response plans?
Concern:

Regarding financial liability for emergency response, page 4-262 of the draft EIS states:

A in would not iy te the 'mssfuranypubhcsemos
assistance that might be required to respond to an incid would pay
taxes (see section 4.9.8), which may be used to offsef any required municipal expenses.

Right-of-way taxes are calculated lower than residential or commercial taxes. The cost of a
single major incident could easily outstrip the revenue generated by years of taxes on
Algonquin's property.

Questions:

INDss-lsl « Inthe event of a pipeli lated incident a public service response, such as
fire, police, or EMS, in which tax revenue from Algonquin does not cover the expense,

can Algonquin be held liable for those addmonal expensas?

Will A in be required to 0 cover y services

response expenses in the event of an incident for which they are liable?

IND85-16 |
.

IND85-9

IND85-10

IND85-11
IND85-12
IND85-13

IND85-14

IND85-15

IND85-16

IND-72

Algonquin is not proposing to open a Transmission Area Manager's office in
New York as part of the proposed Project to accommodate the temporary
increase in population during construction and the addition of three full-time
permanent workers for operation of the proposed and modified facilities.

The AIM Project does not represent a new pipeline system, but expands and
mostly replaces a system that has been operating for many years under
federal pipeline safety rules, which mandate development of emergency
response plans. Consequently, Algonquin has emergency response plans in
place, and regularly communicates/coordinates with local emergency
responders. Algonquin would review its operating procedures, emergency
response plans, etc. in light of the modifications to its existing system, and
adjust its plans if and where necessary.

See the response to comment IND85-10.
See the responses to comments LA1-9 and IND85-10.

As stated in section 4.12.1 of the EIS, PHMSA prescribes the minimum
standards for operating and maintaining pipeline facilities, including the
requirement to establish a written plan governing these activities to
minimize the hazards in a natural gas pipeline emergency. The EIS also
includes key elements of Algonquin's Emergency Response Plan.

See the response to comment LA1-4.

It is unknown at this time whether the over $20 million in taxes in New
York per year would fully cover the expenses of public service response of
an individual incident, as each incident is unique. However, as shown in
section 4.12 of the EIS, the likelihood of an incident is very low. Further,
Algonquin would continue to pay taxes on a yearly basis, regardless of
whether an incident occurs and public service response is required.

See the response to comment LA1-10.
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Concern:

Section 4.8.3.1, regarding damage to public residential utilities during construction:

in the event of a disruption of service, il Steps would be taken to restore service such
as calling the service provider and keeping repair clamps on site in case a
residential water or sewer system is encountered.

Repair clamps are a porary ion to stop ge, not a repair. The draft EIS makes no
mention of who would be financially responsibie for repairs to utilities or other residential
services damaged or disrupted during construction.

Questions:

INDS5-17| e During construction, should Algonquin's activities cause a disruption of residential or
commercial utility service (water, sewer, electric, gas), will Algonquin be held financially
responsible for required repairs? Will Algonquin be required to maintain adequate
insurance and bonding to cover the cost of such repairs?
in the event of a disruption in utility service, what guarantees do residents have that
service will be restored in a timely manner?

IND85-18

Concern:

The draft EIS discusses areas where roads would need to be modified to provide direct access
to construction areas, but does not consider damage to adjacent or intersecting roads in its
analysis. Overweight or ized hicles can have long-term i an public
infrastructure far beyond the work zone.

Questions:
IND85-19 | s Should ion traffic cause ge to streets, will Algonqum be held
financially responsible for required repairs? Will Algonq

sufficient insurance and bonding to cover the cost of such rspalrs?

IND85-20 | In cases where ion will cause resi long-term deg ion to municipal
streets and submerged il butno i iate interruption to service or access,
IND85-21 who bears the cost of |nspecuon maintenance and repair?
i | In cases where quires the | or adjustment of overhead power

fines, who bears the cost of inspection, maintenance and repair?

IND85-17

IND85-18

IND85-19

IND85-20

IND85-21

IND-73

The potential effect of the Project on public utilities and related
infrastructure is discussed in section 4.9.4 of the EIS. Algonquin would be
responsible for the repair/replacement of any damaged existing sewer or
water infrastructure in consultation with the city/utility owner and to ensure
the impacts on residences or businesses as a result of any such damage are
minimized.

See the response to comment IND85-17. Further, Algonquin has established
a landowner complaint resolution procedure. This process allows
landowners to immediately inform Algonquin of any service disruptions for
prompt attention and provides for timely response. The process also
provides an outlet for landowners to contact the FERC's dispute resolution
service helpline if Algonquin does not respond timely or effectively resolve
the problem.

Traffic-related impacts during construction of the proposed Project facilities
are discussed in section 4.9.6 of the EIS. Any needed repairs to the
roadways resulting from Project construction would be the responsibility of
Algonquin.

The potential effect of the Project on local roadways including municipal
streets is discussed in section 4.9.5 of the EIS. Road crossing permits would
be obtained by Algonquin prior to construction. These permits would
dictate the specific requirements of Algonquin including the restoration and
repairs to roads after construction. See also the response to comment
IND85-17.

The potential effect of the Project on public utilities including existing
utility lines is discussed in section 4.9.4 of the EIS.

Individuals
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Impact of pipeline work area on bird populations:

Using eBird.org ( d by the Nati dubon Society and Comell Lab or
Ornithology, a trusted a widely used source of data on bird populations) and the New
York Natural Heritage Program database the End d, Thr d, or

Special Concern species can be found in/around the work area.

Bald Eagles Common Raven eastern towhee
Red-shouldered Hawks worm-eating warbler barred owls
Peregrin Falcons Canada warbler pileated woodpeckers
American Black Duck northern waterthrush ovenbirds
Cooper's Hawk wood thrush Lousiana waterthrushes
Osprey black-throated green

warbler

These parks include Georges Island, Stony Point, Charles Point, Steamboat Riverfront
Park, and Blue Mountain Reservation.

The Blue Mountain Reservation, and surrounding areas, as well as Georges [sland and
surrounding areas have been deemed crucial areas for supporting biodiversity in the
Croton-to-Highlands Biodiversity Plan.

4

The DEIS says no nesting bald eagles can be found within 0.5miles of the drilling site in
Verplanck.

Questions:
-Has Algonquin/Spectra confirmed their nesting eagle data with the Saw Mill Audubon
Society, the New York Natural Heritage Program database or any independent scientific
or conservation organizations?
-Eagles are known to frequent Verplanck and many residents have seen them year-
round in the area. Why is the radius of 0.5 miles considered significant for nesting
eagles?
IND85-24 | -How will the project impact the Endangered, Threatened, or Special Concern bird
species that can be found in and around the work area?
IND8S-25 | -Will the timeline of the project in those areas negatively impact nesting, breeding,
foraging of these species?
TND85-26| -will the project disrupt food sources for these species?
-How will ROWSs be maintained in known bird habitats? Will there be herbicides?

IND85-22

IND85-23

IND85-27

populations. How will the choice of maintenance impact the various bird populations in
these areas?

Mowing? It has been documented that the form of maintenance can influence the bird

IND85-22
IND85-23
IND85-24
IND85-25

IND85-26
IND85-27

IND-74

See the response to comment IND84-2.
See the response to comment IND84-2.
See the response to comment IND84-3.

See the response to comment IND84-3. Clearing would be prohibited
during the migratory bird nesting season (April 15 to August 1) to avoid and
minimize impacts on nesting/breeding. Short-term impacts may occur to
individual foraging/food sources but would not be expected to impact
populations of species due to adequate food sources and foraging habitat
outside of the construction area.

See the response to comment IND85-25.

See the response to comment IND84-4.

Individuals
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Comment Fact Sheet Eminent Domain and Easements related to AIM project

DELS page 4-129

4.8.2 Land Ov ip and

Pipeline operators must obtain easements from existing landowners to construct and operate

proposed facilities, or acquire the land on which the facilities would be located. Easements can be
temporary, granting the operator the use of the Jand during Project construction (e.g., ATWSs, temporary

access roads, ware yards), or granting the operator the right to operate and maintain
the facilities once constructed.

A in’s existing give it the right to maintain the existing right-of-way

as necessary for pipeline operation. Where the proposed pipeline ion activities occur within

Algonquin’s existing rights-of-way, it would not need to acquire new easements or property to operate the
proposed facilities. However, Algonquin would need 10 acquire new easements or acquire the necessary
land to construct and operate the new pipeline where any of the proposed activities deviate from the
existing right-of-way. These new easements would convey both temporary (for construction) and
permanent rights-of-way to Algonquin.
An easement agreement between a company § and a landowner typically specnﬁcs compensation
for losses resulting from losses of other damages to
property dunng consmxcuon and mu-wnuns on existing uses that would not be permitted on the

ight y after ion would be based on a market study conducted

bya lmensed real esme appraiser.

If an easement cannot be negotiated with a landowner and the Project is approved by the

Commission, Algonquin may vse the right of eminent domain to acquire the property necessary to
construct the Project. This right would extend to all Project-related workspace covered by the
Commission’s approval, including the temporary and permanent rights-of-way, aboveground facility
sites, pipe and contractor ware yards, access roads, and ATWSs. Algonquin would still be required to
compensate the landowner for the right-of-way and damages incurred during construction. However, the
level of ion would be ined by a court ing to state or federal law.

Algonquin plans to retain its easement and maintain the rights-of-way following the installation

of the pipeline facilities except as otherwise provided in the existing easements or modified as part of the
negotiations with the landowner.

From Wikidipia:

Eminent domain is the power to take private property for public use, by a state or a national government.

The property may be taken cither for government use or by delegation to third parties, who will devote it to public or
civic use or, in some cases, to economic development. xmmmmafpmpenyuhn by eminent
domain are for government buildings and other facilities, pul nﬂlldz!‘ highways, and railroads.

The term "condemnation” is used to describe the formal act of the exercise of the power of eminent domain to
transfer title to the property from its private owner to the government. This use of the word should not be confused
with its sense of a declaration that property is uninhabitable due to defects. mwtdw
indicates the t is taking ownership of some leuer murest m it, such as

the condemnation action is filed the amount of just msomecues,the
property owner challenges the right to take beauevheprvpoued mlung is not for pubhc use", or the condemnor is
not legislatively authorized to take the subject property, or has not followed the proper substantive or procedural
steps as required by law.

is "best typ:ﬁed in the nght of way wh:ch one lmdawnu A m:y enjay over the Innd of Anoﬂmr B".

Easements are helpful for providing pathways across two or more pieces of pmpcny or allowmg 2 individual to
fish in a privately owned pond. The rights of an holder vary ly among Hi
the commeon law courts would enforce only four types ofusemcnt

Right-of- wly (casements of way)
to

1

2. of support (p

3. Easements of "light and air”
4. Rights pertaining to artificial waterways

Modern courts recognize more varieties of easements, but these original categories still form the foundation of
casement law.

IND-75
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IND85-28

Environmental Justice
Low income communities and communities of color have historically been overburdened as a result of air
ion from energy ing facilities, and water polluhon from waste treatment facilities and the

dlsvaomowe locating of other undesirable land uses in those communities.
The United States Environmental Protection Agency (the ”EPA") and the New York State Depmment of

Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) define envi | justice as the fair
mennmgful mvolvemem ofall people regardless of race, eolor. national origin, or income wnil respect to
the d p laws, lations, and policies.
Fllnlnlmcmmolmﬂmmywpofpeoplelhmddbur: prop shﬂeofthe gal
environmental consequences resulting from ind | md i P ions or
policies. Meaningful involvement means that people h.!vc an i icipate in decisions about
nmvmes that may affect their environment and/or health; the publlc s contnhmon can influence the
agency’s decision; their will be considered in the decision making process; and the

decision ma.kms seek out and facilitate the involvement of those potentially affected.
The Peekskill Environmental Justice report looked at the following characteristics:
® areas where a number of residents are living below the poverty line and/or where minorities
comprise more than 51.1 percent of the population
e current environmental burdens on Peekskill and surrounding areas
* comparative health status and adverse health effects

The study found the following:

& Peekskill has a population of approximately 25,000, with the majority of its population being
African American or Latino.

* Neighborhoods within a 12.5-mile radius of downtown Peekskill are home to at least 2 hazardous
waste handlers, 7 hazardous waste facilities, 19 solid waste facilities, 27 major and minor air
polluters, 87 industrial surface water sites, 20 municipal surface water sites, 15 toxic release
facilities, 47 hazardous waste handlers, and 23 toxic release sites. The majority of the toxic
release sites, hazardous waste, solid waste facilities and wastewater facilities are located in
predominantly African-American communities.

e Health data. ing Peekskill to di ities indi that Peekskill has
unusually high rates of asthma, including emerpm:y room visits and hospitalizations, respiratory
cancers, death due to cardiovascular disease, and high incidents of low birth weight.

Impact of the AIM Pipeline Project

The AIM Project would have adverse impacts on neighborhoods within a 12.5-mile radius of downtown
Peekskill, NY, an area already home to more than thelr fnr share of hazardous waste facilities. The
adverse impacts on the envil jumee iated with the ion of the plpellm
would include the temporary increases in dust, noise, and traffic from the construction and the ongoing
impacts on air quality once the pipeline is completed.

In Westchester County, two census block groups crossed by the AIM Project have minority populations
greater than the minority threshold but the DEIS lacks any meaningful analysis of environmental justice
issues. While the adverse environmental impacts would occur along the entire pipeline route the DEIS
does not provide sufficient analysis to effectively dmnnme ifthe Project would result ina
disproportionately high and adverse impact on these minority and | me pop

The absence of any meaningful analysis of the AIM Project’s impact on environmental justice issues
along the pipeline route deprived the pnblic of a meaningful opportmuty to comment, and failed to take

the requisite hard look at the proposed pipeline’s envi xmplct. A full unnlysus of alternative
routes and adequate comment time should be provided for any ing of the impact
upon justice ities, As a result, a revised DEIS must be prepared for review and

public comment to analyze the impact on environmental justice issues along the pipetine route.

IND-76
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See the response to comment LA9-16.
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Impact of pipeline work area on bird populations:

Using e8ird.org (|

d by the National Audub

Society and Cornell Lab or

Ornithology, a trusted a widely used source of data on bird populations) and the New

INDR5-29 |

TND85-30

INDS5-31 |

IND8S-32 |
IND85-33 |

IND85-34

York Natural Herltage Program database the foll g d, Thr d, or
Special Concemn specles can be found in/around the work area.
Bald Eagles Common Raven eastern towhee
Red-shouldered Hawks worm-eating warbler barred owls
Peregrin Falcons Canada warbler pileated woodpeckers
American Black Duck northern waterthrush ovenbirds
Cooper's Hawk wood thrush Lousiana waterthrushes
Osprey black-throated green

warbler

These parks include Georges island, Stony Point, Charles Point, Steamboat Riverfront
Park, and Blue Mountain Reservation.

The Blue Mountain Reservation, and surrounding areas, as well as Georges Island and
surrounding areas have been deemed crucial areas for supporting biodiversity in the
Croton-to-Highlands Biodiversity Plan.

The DEIS says no nesting bald eagtes can be found within 0.5miies of the drilling site in
Verplanck.

Questions:

-Has Algonquin/Spectra confirmed their nesting eagle data with the Saw Mill Audubon
Society, the New York Natural Heritage Program database or any independent scientific
or conservation organizations?

-Eagles are known to frequent Verplanck and many residents have seen them year-
round in the area. Why is the radius of 0.5 miles considered significant for nesting
eagles?

-How will the project impact the Endangered, Threatened, or Special Concern bird
species that can be found in and around the work area?

-Will the timeline of the project in those areas negatively impact nesting, breeding,
foraging of these species?

-Will the project disrupt food sources for these species?

-How wil! ROWs be maintained in known bird habitats? Will there be herbicides?

Mowing? It has been documented that the form of maintenance can influence the bird

populations. How will the choice of maintenance impact the various bird populations in
these areas?

IND-77

IND85-29
IND85-30
IND85-31
IND85-32
IND85-33
IND85-34

See the response to comment IND84-2.
See the response to comment IND84-2.

See the response to comment IND84-3.

See the response to comment IND85-25.

See the response to comment IND85-25.

See the response to comment IND84-4.
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IND8S-35

IND85-36

IND85-37

IND85-38

Comment Fact Sheet for Proximity to Buchanan-Verplanck Elementary School and other
densely populated areas:

High Consequence Area {HCA) is specific local where ‘inadvertent release’ would have the most
significant adverse consequences. Once IDed, operators are required to devote additional
focus, efforts, and analysis in HCAs to ensure integrity of pipeline.

HCA for Algonquin Pipeline is 844.9ft on either side of the pipeline from the Hudson to
intersection of Washington St and Boulder Dr in Cortlandt, and from the eastern edge of Blue
Mountain to Lexington Ave in Yorktown. All other areas are NOT designated as HCAs.

h lanck El y School is only 450ft from the pipeline, well within HCA, as are
numerous homes, houses of worship, and business.

At distance of 450ft rupture would result in a mortality rate of 100% within 90 seconds for
heltered individuals, such as playing on the B-V playground. (Source: Accufacts, Inc)

National Research Council and Pipeline and Informed Planning Alliance {PIPA) both caution
against schools and other hard to evacuate facllities close to pipelines. PIPA recommends
enhanced fire protection for buildings.

Current p p | is to turn off pipeline valves, wait for gas to bum off
before Inittating any rescue attempts.

Questions to ask:

- Will Algonquin commission (or reimburse the district for conducting) a transparent and
independent risk-analysis study along the lines of what is required by the California Department
of Education to determine the risks to a school in such close proximity to a 42-inch high
pressure natural gas pipeline (and Indian Point)?

- will finance an i dent Health impact Assessment of this project? Are those
with respiratory issues like asthma at increased risk from this project? Is it safe for children to
be outside for recess or sports during the construction period? Will Spectra/Algonquin be
sending notices to the homes of students, holding public meetings or otherwise communicating
the health impacts, or lack thereof?

- If the risk to schoolchildren is ignored, will the area of pipe adjacent to B-V be designated as a
“Class 4 High Consequence Area” for purposes of pipeline safety regulations? What about other
densely populated areas of Westchester?

- Since B-V is already present, and the pipeline is being put in along a new route 450ft from the
school, should the same PIPA guidelines for safe distances and enhanced fire protection not
apply? Is Al in willing to p the District for such modifications if this new route
450ft from the school is approved?

IND85-35

IND85-36

IND85-37

IND85-38

IND-78

See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA1-9, and SA4-5.

See the response to comment SA4-10.

See the response to comment IND84-7.

See the response to comment IND84-8
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nan-Verplank El

My name is Courtney Williams, my will be starting ten at Buch plank
Elememary School in the fall of 2015. The new pipeline route will pass within 450ft of
(8-V) El y School. This pipeline will aiso pass 450ft from my home in

Peekskill, and as I've looked into the project my concern, both as a parent and as a scientist, has
grown.

The following are issues not addressed in the DEIS.

1-will (or reimburse the district for conducting) a transparent and
independent risk-analysis study along the lines of what is required by the California Department
of Educatlon (see Sources) to determine the risks to a school In such close prommhv to a 42-inch
high pressure natural gas pipeline (and Indian Point)? According ta the Nati
Coungil, in their publication Transmission Pipelines and Land Use A Risk-Informed Approach,
they state, “a c: phic failure of a high-p natural gas tr pipeline could
cause injury to people 100 feet or more away. For the largest and highest-pressure natural gas
pipelines, injury Is possible out to 1,000 feet.” To Iasen risk they suggested, “Possible land use
technigues include, for I blishi lating or prohibiting certain types of
uses and {such as ) near ission pipelines.” Clearly the National Research
Council would consider allowing this pipeline in such close proximity an unwise risk.

According to Richard B. Kuprewicz, pipeline engi and pi of Accufacts (see )
rupture of a high pressure natural gas line 450t away would result in a mortality rate of 100%
within 90 seconds for unsheltered individuals, such as children playing on the B-V playground.
Kuprewicz further states, “For fixed non-pipeline facilities, fence boundary thermal flux timits
are ysually set at a maximum of 5 KW/m2 or lower for new plants in many countries.” If FERC
were to consider that limit in siting this pipeline it would have to be over 2500ft from B-V. Will
Algonquin provide an early ignition pipeline rupture heat flux versus distance curve that can be
publicly reviewed and defended so that parents, administrators, public officials and staff of BV
can see for themselves the risks? If the assessment deems the risk unacceptable and the District
acts, is Spx /Al dto the District for the loss of the school? Will
the FERC consider the out:ome of such a risk assessment and choose the ‘no build’ option if the
pipeline presents an undue risk to students and staff and B-vV?

2-Will Al finance an i d Heal!h Impact Assessment of this project for the
District? What do ! h studies say abaut the health impact of
being in close proximity to the removal of the existing, decades-old pipeline? Will the

in the old pipes being removed (radon, lead, and other compounds knovm to be in natural gas)
be released? Will there be increased amounts of dust and debris from the work (exhaust fumes,
dust, particulate matter)? Are those with respiratory issues like asthma at increased risk from
this project? Is it safe for students to be outside for recess or sports during the construction
period? Will Spectra/Algonquin be sending notices to the homes of students, holding public
meetings or otherwise communicating the health impacts, or lack thereof?

3-If the risk to schoolchildren is ignored, will the area of pipe adjacent to B-V be designated as a
“Class 4 High Consequence Area” for purposes of pipeline safety regulations? B-V will be 450ft
from a 42-inch pipeline, well within the ~850ft HCA radius.

B-V Elementary School

IND-79

IND85-39

IND85-40

IND85-41

See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA1-9, and SA4-5.

See the response to comment SA4-10.

See the response to comment IND84-7.
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4-The Pipeline and Informed Planning Alliance’s Final Report of Recommended Practices from
2010 states clearly the guidelines for allowing devel near pipeli Since B-V is already
present, and the pipeline is being put in along a new route 450ft from the school, should the
same guidelines not apply? The PIPA warns that building institutional facilities (such as schools)
that are difficult to evacuate should be done to “reduce the consequences that could result
from a transmission pipeline accident.” The reports lists extensive enhancements that should be

luded in buildings near transmi 1 pipeli “Enhanced fire protection of buildings (i.e.
automatic sprinklers, water screens, exposure protection, etc.) and/or enhanced fire endurance
(non-combustible construction, window limitation, etc.) may also be implemented to further
mitigate the impact of a potential transmission pipeline incident. NFPA 1, Fire Code, provides
minimum standards for separation distances for various occupancies based on fire endurance
(in hours) and incorporates many other NFPA codes and standards (by reference) for fire
protection. NFPA 5000 and IBC provide minimum standards for fire endurance for various
buildings.” Is Algonquin willing to compensate the District for such modifications if this new
route 450ft from the school is approved?

5-Will Algonquin and/or relevant permitting agencies inform the District when gas flow will
begin and when blow downs at local metering and compressor stations occur? Does testing or
gas flow into the new pipe pose additional risk to the B-V? Will the district be forced to update
any emergency response or evacuation plans in light of this work and the likelihood of road
closures due to construction? Will Algonquin keep the District informed of these day to day
changes so plans can be adjusted in real time?

6-if this proposed project and its associated risks necessitate the District taking out additional
insurance will Algonquin reimburse the district or will those costs be passed on to tax payers?

7-When exactly will the construction (both the harizontal drilling and the pipeline
removal/replacement) take place, during the summer or during the academic year? Will
construction require altering bus routes {the pipeline crosses 9A and will require road closure}
or pickup/dropoff procedures? Will road closures near the school impact the ability of
emergency response personnel to reach the school? Wiil the road closures require altering the
emergency evacuation plan for 8-vV?

8-Construction will proceed six days per week, 12 hours per day and include drilling, digging,
welding, heavy machinery, cranes, and large trucks. Will it impact classroom instruction? Will
outdoor recess and/or sports practices be impacted? Is Spectra/Algonquin prepared to finance
any necessary changes (soundproofing, windows, etc) the district must make to accommodate
their project or will the expense fall to tax payers?

Sources:
http://www.nap.edu/catalog.php?record id=11046

http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/publications/pipa/PIPA-Report-Final-20101117.pdf

http://www.pipelinesafetytrust.com/docs/accufacts report fd_ra.pdf

http://www.cde.ca.gov/Is/fa/sf/protocol07.asp

B-V Elementary School
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IND85-43

IND85-44

IND85-45
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See the response to comment IND84-8.

See the responses to comments to SA1-9, SA4-3, and IND84-9.

See the response to comment LA1-10. Also, as discussed in section 4.9.9 of the EIS, Algonquin
would pay taxes that may be used to offset any municipal expenses.

Table 2.4-1 in the EIS provides the preliminary construction schedule for the Project facilities.
See also the responses to comments SA1-9 and IND55-4.

See the response to comment SA1-9.
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Page 4-248from DEIS

4.11.2.3 Noise Level Impacts and Mitigation

Construction Noise

Noise would be generated during construction of the pipeline and during construction and

operation of the aboveground facilities. Pipeline construction would be conducted by a number of
separate crews working at different locations along the pipeline route. The rate of progress of each crew
would depend on the specific activities they are engaged in but would typically progress between a
hundred and several thousand feet per day. An exception is would be rews im

o] which statiol for weeks to months ding on the length of the drill
and the hardness of the substrate being drilled. Thus, construction activities in any one area could
last from several weeks to several months on an intermittent basis. Construction equipment would be
operated on an as-needed basis during this period. While individuals in the immediate vicinity of the
construction activities would experience an increase in noise, this effect would be tempomry and local.
Noise mitigation measures that would be cmployed dunng construction mclud: ensun.ng that the sound

muffling devices, which are provided as by the
arekzptmgoodworkmgord.cr If needed, additional noise ab hni and other
could be impl d during the ion phase to mitigate construction noise disturbances at NSAs.
G lly, nighttime noise is not expected to increase during ion because most
activities would be limited to daytime hours.
lon to thi d be in HDD activities, which are expected to continue into the
nis hours. Beca is and the fact that the equipment im in the would
statio) for an extended period of time, there is a greater potential for a prolo, oise im

Algonquin proposes to use the HDD methed at two locations (Hudson River crossing and Interstate
84/Still River crossing). The Hudson River and Interstate 84/Still River HDDs are anticipated to occur
between March and October 2015, with an estimated duration of 5 and 7 months, respectively.
Algonquin performed ambient noise surveys and acoustical assessments of the HDD sites within 0.5 mile
of NSAs to determine background noise levels and the predicted noisc levels at NSAs.

Page 4-250
Algonquin has

d to impl ing the following noise mitigation measures at the HDD
entrance and exit points:

o Hudson River HDD crossing (east and west sides)

o use a “close-fit” partial enclosure for the hydraulic power unit (HPU) associated

with the drilling rig (e.g., 16-foot barrier around the HPU);

o partially enclose the unmclosed cngines (e.g., high-pressure mud pump);

o :mploy a“l i for the d/cleaning system (i.e., generator set

designed with a factory-installed 1 and

o employ a residential-grade exhaust silencer on all engines.

Page 4-267

also commen bla: HDD ina t rel regard to the
facility. The proposed route would not be located within or adjacent to the main IPEC facilities;
therefore, no blasting would occur within or near the IPEC-secured zone. If blasting would be required
along the proposed route, Algonqum would first consult with Entergy. Blasting would be conducted in

with A quin’s Rock R 1 Plan (see dix E). The Hudson River HDD would be
located about 0.5 mile south of the protected security barrier surrounding the IPEC facility. It is not
ted inadvi eases of drilli d IP] and HDD
constru uipmen d not be located on or adjacent to the IPEC f;

IND-81
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Comment Fact tra Energy Safel

Algonquin Gas LLC is a wholly owned subsidiary of Spectra Energy.

The AIM project's plans on replacing an existing 26-inch diameter pipeline with 42-inch diameter
pipeline. As a result, the Project will asignificantly gre: mbustible nat

to flow through the infrastructure, thereby presenting greater risk of hazard.

Spectra Energy has had twenty one incidents since 2006 for $8,564,246 in property damage,

according to PHMSA, the U.S. Department of Transportation’s Pipeline & Hazardous Materials
Safety Administration.

Documents obtained by NaturalGasWatch.org. according to PHMSA, Spectra through one of its two

subsidiaries on the NJ/NYC project, the Algonquin Gas Transmission Co, or the Texas Eastern
Transmission LP, has been ¢i ral pipeline s e, I\ umulating at least 22

probable violations of pipeline safety regulations.
Federa] pipeline safety regulators have cited for lle edly failing to col

ga line corrosion in four southern states: Ahhama ississippi, Tennessce and Kentucky.

Compressor incident Spectra first said was nothing. Others are about “internal corrosion” that as a
Spectra employe ever bothered to check for -
p /p,y.mysﬂw for.,

Questions to ask:

DAz I - Will Algonquin /Spectra Energy carry enough insurance to cover loss of life & property? IND85-47 See the response to comment LA1-10.
t Surance carrier? —
e
> N
M—“ - Will Algonquin /Spectra Energy work closely with NY State regulators to ensure that viclations do
~ Gt Gecur in NY State regarding corrosion of existing and new pipelines? IND85-48 See the response to comment IND84-17.
e What penalties/fines will be imposed on Algonquin/Spectra to pay for non-compliance of IND85-49 See the response to comment IND84-18

maintenance of new and existing pipelines?

IND-82 Individuals
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Comment Fact Sheet for Mortgage Availability /H s Insurance for H

Page 4-188 from DEIS

4.9.8 Property Values

We received some comments regarding the potential effect of the Project on property values.
Landowners typically have the following concerns regarding potential impacts on property values:
devaluation of property if encumbered by a pipeline easement; being the responsible party for property
taxes within a pipeline easement; paying potential landowner i premit for Project-related
effects; and negative economic effects resulting from changes in land use. Algonquin would acquire
easements for both the temporary (construction) and permanent rights-of-way where applicable. With the
exception of the West Roxbury Lateral, most of the remaining pipeline segments would be installed
within Algonquin’s existing right-of-way. Further, the majority of the AIM project pipeline segments are
a replacement of existing pipeline in the same location ( this is not a replacement it is an cxpansion
from 26 inches to 42 inches) and would not be encumbered by a new pipeline easement. Also, the
majority of the West Roxbury Lateral would be located within streets or public

properly and, therefore, would not require a pipeline casement on individual properties. Most of the
aboveground facilities would be modified within an existing facility owned by Algonquin. Algonquin
would compensate the landowners for any new casements, the temporary loss of land use, and any
damages. In addition, affected landowners who believe that their property values have been negatively
impacted could appeal to the local tax agency for reappraisal and potential reduction of taxes. The AIM
Project would not negatively impact property values outside of the pipeline rights-of-way or aboveground
facility boundaries.

Regarding the potential for insurance premium adjustments associated with pipeline proximity,
insurance advisors consulted on other natural gas projects reviewed by the FERC indicated that pipeline
infrastructure does not affect homeowner insurance rates (FERC, 2008). As such, we find that
homeowners® insurance rates are unlikely to change due to construction and operation of the proposed
Project.

Questions to ask:

IND$s-30 | - Will FERC provide assurance from the Federal Housing Administration and the Federal Housing
Finance Agency on behalf of all government organized or sponsored residential mortgage entities
that residential mortgages will be and will remain federally insured in or near the path of the

project?

INDSS-3T | _will Spectra Energy/Algonquin Gas be held responsible and willing to pay for any increases in
homeowner’s insurance premiums due to proximity to expanded pipeline?

INDB3-52

-What happens if Insurance carriers refuse to insure homes or business in close proximity to the
pipeline, will Spectra Energy/Algonquin Gas have their insurance carrier issue policies to affected
persons or businesses?

IND-83

IND85-50

IND85-51

IND85-52

See the response to comment LA5-25.

As discussed in section 4.9.8 of the EIS, insurance advisors consulted on
other natural gas pipeline projects reviewed by the FERC within the same
vicinity as the proposed Project have indicated that pipeline infrastructure
does not affect homeowner insurance rates or premiums. Also, we are not
aware of insurance carriers refusing to insure or increasing premiums in
the Project area since the 1950s when the existing Algonquin-owned
pipelines were put into service.

See the response to comment IND85-51.

Individuals
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A search of the DEIS did not reveal the type of insurance coverage or the liability limits that they have for the
construction of this project or for the maintenance of this project

Insurance: Carriers/ Limits of Liability

Carriers:
* Admitted:
o Insurance companies: admitted follow guidelines set by the department of insurance
{DOI) of the state they conduct business in.
o Part of their states insurance guaranty program:
= Means: the state will pay the claims of clients belonging to an admitted
company that becomes insolvent.
= (Simplified version)= in the event of insolvency the state WILL step in and make
good on claims and premium remuneration if applicable
o The insurance company's rates, practices, advertisements and cash reserves are
regulated by the DOI and are prohibited from deviating or modifying any business
decisions without their approval.
* Non-Admitted:

o Insurance companies: not required to follow state regulations.

o But: have to prove to be financially able to conduct business.

o However:

= Don't have to report their rates to the DOl

= (Can charge according to their risk exposure,

»  (Simplified version}-> in the event of insolvency the state WILL NOT step in and
make good on claims and premium remuneration if applicable

o Therefore: these insurance companies tend to take on higher risk applicants who have
greater loss potential.

o However: “When an excess line broker desires to place business with an unauthorized
insurer, the broker must comply with the provisions of N.Y. Ins. Law § 2118(b)
(McKinney Supp. 2003) and N.Y. Comp. R. & Regs. tit. 11, Part 27 (1999} (Regulation 41),
which require that a diligent effort be made to procure insurance from an authorized
insurer and permit with an horized insurer only when coverage can
not be procured from the authorized-insurer market. These provisions require that the
broker first obtain three declinations from authorized insurers prior to placing the
coverage with an unauthorized insurer. [The Office of General Counsel issued the
following opinion on October 30, 2003, representing the position of the New York State
Insurance Department./Re: Authorized Insurance Carrier]

Considerations:
o Financial strength extremely important factor
o Independent company that rates insurance companies, AM Best, will assess the
companies based on their financial viability & they set the standard for the industry.

IND-84
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Algonquin Incremental Market
Docket # CP14-96-000

Indian Point

Talking Points for Comments to FERC

IND8S-53 "

42" diameter huge gas pipeline 1,500 feet from Indian Point and 40 years of highly radioactive
spent fuel rods

Indian Point sited on 2 Earthquake faults — Ramapo and recently discovered Stamford-Peeksiil
Two megawatt electrical projects to intersect with gas pipeline at indian Point — presents danger
of process called arcing ~ could melt pipeline cause explosion/fire

No other nuclear plant in US adjacent to gas pipeline. Current Regulations do not permit gas
pipelines in close proximity to nuclear facility

£xplosion /fire at this distance from Indian could cause unimaginable fong-term catastrophe
extending to wide northeast region

Fire/explosion hazard - Pipeline Hazardous materials and Safety Administration reported 70

! 1s/fires/other ¢ phes in these large gas pipeline in 2013
Risk to huge population area, including New York City — 9 million people plus — Risk equals
probabili bined with ct e. Cor is huge

Indian Point explosion/fire creating catastrophe would severely compromise NYC water supply,
which flows through this area, due to radioactive fallout in rain water, Could have catastrophic
effects on economy, since NYC is the financial capital of the country

Terrorist threat — Indian Point terrorist target - pipeline increases vulnerability

independent risk assessment needed before installation of this huge, high pressure pipeline at

this nuclear facility

IND-85

IND85-53

See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA4-2, and SA7-4. Section 4.12.4

of the EIS discusses terrorism.

Individuals
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Algonquin incremental Market

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission {FERC) Docket # CP14-96-000

Emissions and Air Quality -Talking Points for Comments to FERC

INDS§5-34

INDS85-33

IND83-36

Westchester, Rackland and Putnam Counties are already non-attainment areas for air quality,
more especially in ground leve! ozone according to the EPA, which means they are already not
meeting federal standards for air quality.

Baseline air testing for this region is not planned, but is needed. It should be funded by Spectra
Energy and performed by an independent expert acceptable to public officials, advocates and
the general public, as well as to Spectra Energy.

Emission of air pollutants is dramatically underestimated in FERC's Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (DEIS), which also does not address cumulative effects on air quality,
Cumulative effects from compressor stations, metering stations and other infrastructure
from this project or other pipeline projects in the region are not considered. Each
component is evaluated separately, giving a false view of the impact on air quality.

Spectra's Metering and Regulating Station design is not yet complete and documented in
FERC’s DEIS, but in it FERC states that pollutants would not violate the National Ambient Air
Quality Standards. The DEIS could not have addressed the unknown.

Compressor stations and other infrastructure, such as Metering and Regulating Stations
release thousands of tons of toxins annually. See attached sheet for Toxic Emission data and
their Health Effects.

ing of inthe | p
o Blowdowns are done both by business design and accidentaily.

o Pipelines contain hazardous materials that enter the air in blowdowns. These materials
include small particles of radioactive polonium and radioactive lead, which can cause
serious illness, including lung cancer, Pipelines also contain PCBs.

o Comp station and ing station release i d levels of toxins
into the air, which can be dangerous for people to breathe, especially children, the
elderly and immune compromised people.

o) i i should be installed on emission releasing equipment, including
but not limited to vapor recovery units, methane capturing equipment, zero emission
dehydrators. Electric compressor engines should be used to replace high emission
producing gas turbines.

o No method of the public of these dangerous emissions is
currently in place. This is unacceptable and constitutes a public heaith risk. A system
must be established to alert public officials of planned blowdowns and accidental
blowdowns, so that the public can be informed and take protective measures.

and metering stations)

Global warming
o Methane gas is known to leak from pipelines and compressor stations and is routinely
released by blowdowns — this contributes to global warming as methane gas is a much
more potent greenhouse gas than CO2.
o Ahuge amount of carbon dioxide is emitted from compressor stations annually, also
contributing to global warming

IND85-54

IND85-55

IND85-56

See the responses to comments SA4-1 and SA4-9 regarding compressor
station emissions and emission impact analyses. See the responses to
comments SA11-4 and SA1-7 regarding emissions and permitting
requirements for M&R stations and other aboveground facilities. See the
response to comment CO12-10 regarding cumulative facility air impacts.
See also the response to comment IND85-57 regarding this commentor's
statement about the Project's toxic emissions.

See the responses to comments SA4-4 regarding radon and SA4-3 for
information regarding blowdown notifications. Natural gas, or methane, the
primary component of a blowdown is considered neither toxic nor
carcinogenic. See tables 4.11.1-7 to 4.11.1-11 and 4.11.1-13 of the EIS for
estimates of fugitive emission from compressor stations and non-routine and
fugitive operating emissions, which include blowdown emissions from
compressor stations, the pipeline, and proposed M&R stations. See the
response to comment FA4-23 regarding Algonquin's fugitive minimization
efforts. Also, although electric-driven compressors would prevent air
emissions from combustion of natural gas during their operation, they would
not avoid the venting of natural gas during a blowdown.

See the response to comment FA4-23 for additional information regarding
Algonquin's methane emission minimization efforts. See the response to
comment CO12-13 for additional information regarding GHG impact
assessments prepared for the Project.

Individuals
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Toxins to be Emitted by Compressor Stations and their Health Effects
e Stony Point and Sautheast Compressor stations are projected to emit the following
toxins in excess of the EPA threshold for the area

o Volatile Organic Compounds includes known carcinogens such as benzene and
suspected carcinogens. Long-term exposure can also cause damage to liver,
kidneys, and central nervous system
=  Stony Point Projected emissions -74 tons per year (tpy) EPA threshold 25 tpy
=  Southeast - Projected emissions -75 tons per year (tpy) EPA threshold 40 tpy

o Nitrogen Oxide - Long-term exposure can cause serious respiratory problems,
damage to lungs
= Stony Point Projected emissions -94 tons per year (tpy} EPA threshold 25 tpy
» Southeast - Projected emissions -133 tons per year (tpy) EPA threshold 40 tpy

o Carbon Dioxide — Exposure to concentration of 10% or more can cause death,
unconsciousness or convulsions. May damage developing fetus. Lower
concentrations —vision damage, central nervous system injury, elevated blood
pressure, memory loss, shortness of breath etc.
=  Stony Point Projected emissions -313, 735 tons per year (tpy) EPA threshold 25,000

tpy
®  Southeast - Projected emissions 283, 598 tons per year (tpy) EPA threshold 75,000
tpy

. Carbon Monoxide - When you breathe in carbon monoxide, the poison replaces the
oxygen in your bloodstream. Your heart, brain, and body will become starved of oxygen.
Symptoms vary from person to person. Those at high risk include young children, the
elderly, persons with lung or heart disease, peopte at high altitudes, and smokers.
Carbon manoxide can harm a fetus (unborn baby still in the womb). Some symptoms
include respiratory failure, hypotension, renal failure, cardiac ischemia and amnesia
= Stony Point Projected emissions -110 tons per year (tpy) EPA threshold 100 tpy
= Southeast - Projected emissions 219 tons per year (tpy) EPA threshold 100 tpy

Tons of other toxins emitted each year inctude Sulfur Dioxide, Formaldehyde, and Particulate
Matter 10 and 2.5. This size particulate matter can get into the lungs and even the
bloodstream. Lancet — England’s foremost medical journal recently published a study that
linked particulate matter of this size with increased risk for developing lung cancer.
Formaldehyde is a suspected carcinogen, and sulfur dioxide is linked with serious respiratory
illness and aggravation of existing heart disease.

Spectra is able to bypass the EPA threshold by buying credits in other areas where emissions are under
the threshold, but we are still breathing this toxic air.

IND-87

IND85-57

The commentor mischaracterizes the Project's impact for the Stony Point and
Southeast Compressor Station. At the Stony Point Compressor Station, table
4.11.1-7 of the EIS demonstrates that the existing emissions at this
compressor station are already above the EPA permitting threshold and that
the Project would result in a decrease in emissions of volatile organic
compounds, nitrogen oxides, and carbon monoxide. The Project would
result in an increase of 77,935 tons of CO, and would be required to modify
its existing PSD permit. See also the response to comment CO16-9. At the
Southeast Compressor Station, table 4.11.1-8 of the EIS demonstrates that
the existing emissions at this compressor station are already above the EPA
permitting threshold and that the Project would result in a decrease in
emissions of nitrogen oxides and carbon monoxide. The Project would result
in increased emissions of volatile organic compounds and CO;, at the
Southeast Compressor Station. However, these increases would be below
the EPA threshold and, therefore, Algonquin would not be required to
modify its PSD permit. See the tables identified in this response for all
existing and potential new emissions.

Individuals
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IND85-38

IND85-59

Comment Fact Sheet for Jobs related to AIM project

Page 4-194from DEIS 1

4.9.10.2 Impact

The AIM Project would also bring economic benefits to the region via added tax revenues and

jobs associated with construction and operation of the pipeline Mcilities in these and other areas along
the right-of-way.

Page 4-286

4.13.10 Conclusion

Recently completed, ongoing, and planned projects in the AIM Project area were identified for

inclusion in this cumulative impact analysis (refer to table 4.13-1). The majority of cumulative impacts
would be temporary and minor when considered in combination with past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable activities. However, some long-term cumulative impacts would occur on wetland and
forested and upland vegetation and associated wildlife habitats. Some long-term cumulative benefits to
the community would be realized from the increased tax revenues. Short-term cumulative benefits would
also be realized through jobs and wages and purchases of goods and matcrials.

Spectra Energy cannot say at this point the types of jobs, the length of jobs or the skills needed to perform
these tasks.

Questions to ask:

-Will local unions be called upon to supply workers or will the pipeline workers be shipped in from
out of state areas?

-How many permanent jobs will be created due to this expansion of the pipeline? Wil those jobs go
to local people or will Spectra assign the positions from within its own company?

IND-88

IND85-58

IND85-59

As discussed in section 4.9.1 of the EIS, Algonquin anticipates hiring a
substantial number of local construction workers with the requisite
experience for the installation of the natural gas facilities. Construction
personnel that may be hired outside the affected counties of New York,
Connecticut, and Massachusetts include supervisory personnel and
inspectors.

As discussed in section 4.9.1 of the EIS, Algonquin would add three full-
time permanent workers for the operation of the proposed and modified
facilities.

Individuals



IND86 — Courtney Williams et al.

IND86-1

IND86-2

IND86-3

IND&6-4

IND86-3

20140915-0032 FERC POF (Unofficial) 05/15/2014

ORIGINAL

Residents of Westchester County
Prepared by Courtney M. Williams

92 McGuire Ave
Peekskill, NY 10566
September 2, 2014
Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission ';" @
888 First Street NE, Room 1A s 3
Washington, DC 20426 = m
T o
RE: Docket No. CP14-96-000 2 e j
- i
Dear Secretary Bose: oz =

Please find below comments from the undersigned residents of Westchester Qoum:y
Numerous counties, cities, and towns in our area have passed resolutions against
this project.

In short, we have the following concerns and urge you not to issue the permit until
they are addressed:

1- Proximity to Indjan Point. Given the earthquake risk and the lack of emergency
preparedness the proposed route is unsafe. We also have concerns about Homeland
Security given the proximity of Indian Point, the gas plpelmes the natmnal elecmc

grid mfrastmcmre, anr.l the,dlstance to New York Cxty o 2 s

[, U SR

2- Inadequacyof emergsm.y resp 2 ln areas along the mute the
pipeline work area with block egress of homes or entire.communities (ie Reynolds. -
Hills). Additionally, our first responders lack adequate training. Current response it
to close'valves and wait for the first to burn out before mounting any rescue
fesponse. This would leave hundreds in jeopardy.

3- Spectra’s appalling and well-documented safety. Allowing them to build ina
densely populated area, near schools and homes, and near a nuclear power plant is
unwise and unsafe.

4- Environmental Justice. This pipeline will pass through low-income communities
and communities of color, further burdening them with the health, safety, financial,
and environmental risks or a major development project. The City of Peekskill is an
Environmental Justice City as classified by the New York State Department of
Environmental Cunservatlon. i g N

5- Blodiverslty, wetlands destruction, p;irklands. In New Yark alonie, the,rzi)ipt.elirvle
will pass through Dickey Brook, Blue Mountain Reservation, Furnace Woods' -«
Headwater Preserve, and Sylvan Glen Preserve jeopardizing hundreds of acres of

1and crucial to supporting biodiversity mcludmg Endangered Threatened and
Special Concern specnes . - ¥

IND86-1

IND86-2

IND86-3

IND86-4

IND86-5

IND-89

See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA4-2, and SA7-4.

As discussed in section 4.8.3.1 of the EIS, access to homes and businesses
would be maintained at all times during construction. See the response to
comment LA1-9 regarding emergency response training.

See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA4-5, and FL4-4.

See the response to comment LA9-16.

Impacts on New York public lands are discussed in section 4.8.5.1 of the
EIS. Special status species are discussed in section 4.7.

Individuals
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IND$6-6| 6. Air quality. Westchester County is already a non-attainment sone for air quality

standards according to the EPA, exceeding limits for air pollutants such as ground
level ozone. Compressor station and Metering and Regulating station emi
will exacerbate this problem.

IND$67| 7- Lack of transparent and independent Health Impact A ; ’
Spectra/Algonquin refuses to perform a HIA despite well-documented evidence that
components of emissions from Compressor and Metering and Regulating stations
contribute to neurological, cardiovascular, respiratory, and other health impacts.
mpss-s| They also refuse to notify area governments, schools, and resid of pl d
blow-downs from their facilities.

IND$6-9| 8- Lack of transy and independent Risk A Spectra/Algonqui
refuses to perform a risk assessment and make clear the risks from pipeline rupture

to the communities through which the pipeline passes.

9- Local gover will be burdened. Local govers will be responsibl
for damages to roads, buried infrastructure, emergency response/preparedness,
loss of property values, upgrades reguired for safety of public buildings in proximity
INDs6-11 | to the pipeline, etc. Spectra/Algonquin readily and publicly admits that it does not
carry adequate insurance to cover potential claims.

INDSG-10

IND85-12 [ 10= Pr ytoh hools, h of worship. The DEIS states that 337
homes will be within 50ft of the work area. Buchanan-Verplanck Elementary School
will be only 450ft from the pipeline. The noise and construction process alone will
be a'massive burden for local families and b Spectra/Algonquin readily
admits they use eminent domain to take property. The pipeline that remains will
putall of these people and children at risk.

IND3¢-13(11- Other concerns. Spectra/Algonquin plans to export this gas which can raise
cost of domestic gas, they will not guarantee use of local workers on the project,
infrastructure may jeopardize homeowners ability to get mortgages or insurance,
the psychological toll on residents of facing this risk.

Further, detailed comments can be found attached.
Sincerely,
The Residents of Westchester County

Prepared by:

Courthey M. Wiliiams -
92 McGuire Ave
Peekskill, NY 10566
(914) 739-7397

IND-90

IND86-6

IND86-7

IND86-8

IND86-9

IND86-10

IND86-11
IND86-12
IND86-13

See the responses to comments SA4-1 and SA4-9.

See the response to comment SA4-10.

See the response to comment SA4-3.

Section 4.12.1 of the EIS provides a discussion of how PHMSA pipeline
safety regulations apply to the AIM Project. Algonquin conducts detailed
risk analyses each year to identify potential integrity threats to the pipeline
and potential consequences in the event of a pipeline failure.

Economic impacts associated with the Project including public utilities and
related infrastructure and property values are discussed in sections 4.9.4
and 4.9.8 of the EIS, respectively.

See the response to comment LA1-10.
See the responses to comments SA1-9 and SA4-5.

See the responses to comments CO15-4 stating this Project is not for gas
export, IND85-58 regarding the use of local workers, and LA5-25 and
IND85-51 regarding mortgages and insurance.

Individuals
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As cited in the DEIS, the area through which this pipeline will pass includes several areas
designated as crucial in the Croton-to-Highlands Biodiversity Plan. Of particularly note is Sylvan
Glen/Granite Knolls Park Preserve, will be bisected by the pipeline right of way.

The DEIS states "Much of the proposed pipeline routes are located along existing rights-of-way
and in areas that are already developed and highly fr d. As a result, the forested areas
that are present are predomi ly edge habitats that are unlikely to support forest interior
species. Therefore, the effect on forest-dwelling wildlife would be minimal. Tree clearing for the
construction and maintenance of the Stony Point to Yorktown Take-up and Relay segment
would fragment small areas of continuous forest. However, the Project would not contribute
significantly to forest fragmentation."

Peer-reviewed, primary scientific literature contests this conclusion. Rich et al in Conservation
Biology 2002 found, "Corridor widths as narrow as 8 meters produce forest fr i

effects in part by attracting cowbirds and nest predators to corridors and adjacent forest
interiors. The most serious implication of this study is that narrow forest-dividing corridors may
function as ecological traps for forest-interior Neotropical migrants. We suggest that these
widespread corridors may be inconspicuous but important contributors to declines of forest-
interior nesting species in eastern North America." Eight meters is only 26ft, far less than the
75ft work area proposed for Blue Mountain.

The DEIS mentions Sylvan Glen only in regards to its recreational activities. This is a
mischaracterization.

Miller and Klemens characterize Sylvan Glen's 1200 acres as a Biotic Planning Unit: "BPUs are
high-quality habitats greater than 1,000 acres, which therefore have the potential to support
development-sensitive species in the long-term. They are defined in exactly the same way as
biodiversity hubs with one key p they are fr: d and isolated from other
habitats by heavily-trafficked roads, high-density development, or other factors. Aithough they
are not part of larger corridors, BPUs contain high levels of biodiversity that should be planned
for. In fact, management within BPUs is particularly important because if species with lower
dispersal capabilities (e.g., amphibians, reptiles, many plant species} become extirpated from
them, their populations will not be replenished from outside “source” habitats due to the lack
of habitat connectivity."

So, while Sylvan Glen is fragmented in the sense that it isolated from other forested areas, the
forest which composes Sylvan Glen is not fragmented. Due to the existing 50ft ROW, the
pipeline already bisects the forest and likely introduces edge forest. Using Robinson et al's
250m edge calculation, Sylvan Glen consists of 1.15 square miles (736 acres) of interior, high-
quality forest less the 245 acres that includes the ROW and resulting edge forest it introduces.

In discussion of Sylvan Glen, Miller and Clemens state clearly, "A diverse assemblage of
development-sensitive species are found here, including spotted and slimy salamanders, red-

spotted newts, gray treefrogs, wood frogs, pileated woodpeckers, black-and-white warblers,

IND-93

IND86-14

IND86-15

See the response to comment IND84-20.

See the response to comment IND84-23.
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ovenbirdis, northern and Louisiana waterthrush:s, 1nd wood thushas. Ths bietic nlanning unit
currentt ~cantains significant, unfrag ~2nted habitats. Town- owred preserved areas fe at its

north ar" scath or dz. Poorty nlanncd de elopment of privately cwned lands in between these
preserved & | fragment this TP irto smalle: kabitats that wioutd he urable to supgport
the fo cund thors, Prate ctor ¢ privataly owned portions (rhrl'ugh
prese-v; ring iool°) shau' ' e a priority.”

wcuin calls for 3 perm-nant lesc of 1 acre of Sylvan Glen for the pigging
statio=. Given the station's proximity to Stanay Streat, it will not contribute significantly to
reduston in iitarior ferast, Howeve-, the DEIS states that Spectra/Algonquin would like 15
acres of Sylvar: Glex: for a ware yard for & duration of many years: The introduction of that
wars yard will result in the loss of approximataly 61 acres of intericr forest when accounting for
the ware yard acreage and the resulting edge forest it wilt create. That is over 10% of the parks
total acreage. Three years of constant construction traffic and work will certainly impact
resident populaticns, though the DEIS makes no mention of this. If the ROW is extended for the
work area, additionai acres cf titerior forest will ba Inst and tie forest further fragmented.

The ciirrent plan by Alz

As Mil'er and Clemens state, Sylian Glen is-critical for biodiversity in the Jroton-to-Highlands
area becaus - it 5 ansolated patchof forest rick: i1 biodiversity. They state unequivocally that
further frugmenia’ian of tha park into smaller hahitats would render it tnahle to support the
focai spacias .urrent'y found there. The ALY project would significantly fragment Sylvan Glen.

In short, scientificliteratir=

Sylvan Glen is rat simply edgé farast, but = crucial
biotic piarning unit. The [U5 con 'y mischaracte.rizes this, and other zreas. Thus, the DEIS
is incomplete and inaccnr=te i this regasd. This alsc raises the question of vihether other aieas
alang the pipeline route are similarly mischaracterized and thus absent from the DEIS.

In vrder for the FERC to adeguately assess the impact of this project, Algonguin nist resubmit
thei analysis of this and other areas mischzracterized as fragmented, edge forest. They must
account for theloss of habitat and the impact or biodiversity of populations therein. How does
Algonquin propesa to aveid further fragraenting Sylvan Glen Preserse. What joss of habitat will
occur? There she.uld be additional discussion of how the loss of 61 acres of interior forest from
Sylvan Glen {over 10% of the tota! acreage) can be avoided or repaired. If that loss cannot be
avoided or repaired, what alternate routes does Algonquin propose? What size ROW will be
maintained in each of tliese areas? Can-these ROWSs be iiznited to 25fi or fess to avoid
introducing an edge and fragment the interiors of these preserves? How will these ROWs be
maintained? Mowing? Herbicides? How will these va.ious forras impact the habitat and -
biodiversity, and which will have the least impact? Will tie Aigoniquin agree (o use the method

that minimizes the impact as much as possible? 5 e

i1
Robmsm et -sl btep:/fawpibo
\iiler and Clernens htip://wowrw. /orkounny org/

IND-94
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Comment noted. See the responses to comments IND84-23, IND84-24,
IND-84-25, IND84-26, and IND84-27.
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The follbwing are issues notaddressed in the BEIS. 15575y -~ s
INDS6-17 | 1-Will Algonquin’e ission:(or burse.the district-fenganiducting) s transp
mdependent risksanalysis study atong. thé fines bf what is required:bycthe Caltforniar Depan.ment
of Education:{s¢e Sources)to: d isks $0 :a s¢Kool mﬂ- @:p ity toa@a
inch highspressure natgral.gas plpeline (and indi; 2 2 Y0 Ak 1
Council, in their publication rmnsm:sshm Pipelints and Land't&'c*AﬂIsMnfomedApn'oach, g
they state, “a catastrophic failure of a hlgh-pressure natura| gas transm:ssnon pipeline could
cause ln;urytépeoplf 100 feet or mor i e natural gas

i bla out to'1,000 feu.t Todessermsisk they suggsstaﬂ» “Possibledand ise

technigues include, far exarmp lishirig setbaoks; regulating or. prohibitingicértain typesof
uses and stroctures (suchzas schools) near 1 ion pipelines.” Glearly'the National
Research Council would in such tlose proximity an unwise risk.

Al this,'.. 1t

According to Richard B. KuprEw:cz, pipeline englneer and preSIdent of Accufacts (see Sources),
rupture of.a high pressure natueal gas line 450ft away would result in a mortality rate of 100%
within 20 seconds for unsheltered individuals,such:as children playing on the B-V playground.
Kuprewicz further states, “For fixed non-pipeline facilities, fence boundary thermal flux fimits
are usually set at a maximum of 5.KW/m2 or lower for new plant&in many counfries# IEFERG.
were'to considerthat limit in‘Siting this pipeline.it would-have.to be over 2500ft from B-V: Wilk
Algonquinprovide an early.ignition plpehne ruplure heat flux versus distance curvethat canbe
publicly reviewed and defended-so thatpa ators, publicofficlats.end staff of 8V
can see for themselves the risks? If the assessment deems the risk unacceptable and the
District acts, is Spectra/Algonquin prepared ta compensatethe Disteict forthe foss of the - -
school? Will the FERC consider the outcome of such a rigk assessmedt.and choase the ‘no build’
option if the pipeline presents an undue risk to students and staff and B-N2 :: .: oS

A e SR B NERN B, N HY)
mpse-18 | 2-Will Algonquin finance an independent Health Impact Assessment of this project for the
District? What do independent, peer-reviewed research studies say.about the health impact of
being'in close proximity to th | of the existing, decades-old pipeline? Will the pollutants
in the old pipes:being removed {radon, lead, and other compounds known to be:in.natural gas)
be raleased? Will there be increased amounts of dust.and debris from the-work {exhaust fumes,
dust, particulate matter)? Are those with respiratory issues like asthma at increased risk from
this project? Is it safe for students to be outside for recess or sports during the construction
period? Will Spectra/Algonquin be sending notices to the homes of students, holdlng public i
meetlngs ormherwnse ing the health ‘or lack thereof?, ]
INDS6-19 3-lfthe risk to»schoolchlldren Jslgnored wnll the area Ofplpe to B-V bedesig) asa
“Glass 4 High-Consequence Area’=for purposes of pipeline safety regulations? B- Vaml!be 450ft
from a 42-inch pipeline, well within the ~850ft HCA radiys. . = cot gt v

4-The Pipeline and Informed Planning Alliance” s Final Report of Rewmmended Practices from
INDs6.20| 2010 states clearly the guidelines for allowi 1 near p Since B-V is,already
present, and the pipeline is being put in along a new route 450ft from. the school, should the
same guidelines not apply? The PIPA warns that building institutional facilities {stctras. schools)

IND-95

IND86-17

IND86-18

IND86-19

IND86-20

See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA1-9, and SA4-5.

See the responses to comments SA1-9, SA4-10, and IND55-4.

See the response to comment IND84-7.

See the response to comment IND84-8.

Individuals
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IND36-20| that are difficult to evacuste sheuld.be done to “reduce the consequences that could result
(con'd) | from a transmission pipeline accident * The report lists extensive enhancements that should be .-

i in buildings near tr ission pipeli “Enh d fire pr of buildings (i.e.
autematic spri rs, water screens, exposure protection, etc.) and/or enhancec fire endurance
{nan-conubustih!a consteuction, window limitation, ete.) may also be implemented.to further
mitigate the impart of = ial ission pipeline incid NFPA 1, Fire Code, provides
minimum standards for separution distances for various occupancies based on fire endurance
{in hours) and incarporates. many ather MFP2 codes and standards (by referance) for fire
protestion. NFPA 5000 and IBC provide miniw standards for fire end e for various
buildings.” Is Algenquin willing to comp the District for such modifications if this new
route 450ft from the school is approved?

Iuded i

INDS6-21 | 5-Will Algonquin and/or relevant.permitting agencies inform the District when gas flowewill
begin and when blow downs at local metering and compressor stations occur? Does testing or IND86-21 See the responses to comments to SA1-9, SA4-3, and IND84-9.
gas flow into the new pipe pose additional risk to the B-V? Will the district be forcedto update
any emergency responsa or evacuaticn plans In light of this wark and the likelihood of road
closures duz to 2onstruction? Will Algonnuin keep the District informed of these day to day
changes so ple s can be adjusted.in real time? ot

INDs6-22 | 6-If this proposed project and its associated risks necessitate the District taking out additional IND86-22 See the response to comment LA1-10. Also, as discussed in section 4.9.9 of
insurance wil' Algcncuin reimburse the district or will those costs be passed on to tax payers? the EIS, Algonquin would pay taxes that may be used to offset any municipal
IND36-23 | 7-Wher: exactly will the const=ction (both the korizantal dr{iling;av;d-the pipeliﬁé i expenses.
removal/replacement) 1ake cl~ce, during the summer or dyring the academic year? Will
construction require altering bus routes {the pipeline crosses 9A and will require road closure) IND86-23 Table 2.4-1 in the EIS provides the preliminary construction schedule for the
or pickup/dropoff procedures? Will road closures near the school impact the ability of Project facilities. See also the responses to comments SA1-9 and IND55-4.

emergency response personnel te reach the sehool? Will the road clesures require altering the
emergency evacuation plan fer B-V? ;

8-Construction will proceed six days per week, 12 hours per day and include drilling, digging,
weiding, heavy machinery, cranes, and large trucks. Will it impact classrocom instruction?. Will
outdocr.7acess and/or sports practices be impacted? Is Spectra/Algonguin prepared to finance
any necessary changes (soundproofing, windows, etc) the district must make to accommodate
their project or will the expense fall to tax payers?

Sources:
http://www.nap.edu/catalog.php?record_id=11046
http://primis.phmsa.do:.gov/comm/zublications/pipa/PiPA-Report-Final-20101117.pdf
suhtto:/fwww pipelinesafetytrust, com/doss/accufacts_report fd_ra.pdf
-btip:/fwww sde.ca.gov/ls/fa/sf/protocol07.asp o
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IND86-24

INDS86-23

As cited in the DEIS, the area through which this pipeline will pass includes several areas desugnated
as crucial In the Groton-to:Hightands Biodiversity Plan. Of particularly rietedre Blue- Mo\intalrr
Reservanon and vicihrty, whrch wili be completely bnsected by the pnﬁ‘lm‘e ﬁght ofWay 53 s e
S hataani
Thie DEIS states "Much of !he proposed pipefine routes afﬂb:&ted along eXistigltights-of-way and in
areas that aré alfeddy developed-dtid highly Tragmented. As°a result; the Torestedardas thiat afe
present are predominantly edge habitats that*are.u‘hl|kelvto~support-fore§t'lntenor spédiess
Therefore, the effect on forest-dwell‘mg ‘wildlifé woult B miniral: Tveé'eleuring’for'ﬂ\e constrisction
and maintenance’of the Storiy Poirit to Yorktowr? Take:up #nd" Reﬂy segnient- would fragmem‘small
areas of continuous forest.- However the Pro[eetwculd riot coﬁf;bate slgmﬁcentlv to féreﬁ!' K
fragmentation.” i Sersg T ;

RS Nowe 1w e

gl

Peer-reviewed, primary scientific literature contests this conclusion. Rich et al in Conservation
Biology 2002 found, "Corridor widths as-narrow as 8 meters produce forest fragpmentation effects in
part by attracting cowbirds and nest predators to corridors and adjacent forest interiors. The most
serious implication of this study is that narrow forest-dividing corridors may function as ecological
traps for forest-interior Néotropicat migrants; We suggest that thesewidespread corridors may be
inconspicuous but important contributers to decRnes’of,foresb-lmnrhmemng\spedeslh easterr’
North America."” Eight meters is only 26ft, far less than the 75ft wotk:area proposed for Blue
Mountain.

e SRR 2813 E SIS L UG BERIASNG
Blue Mountain Reservation at 1538 acres does’ néthit any acéepted-definttion of.an edge-
habitat. Using Robinson et al (Science 1995) definition as forest interior as that more than 250m
from an edge, Blue Mountain is approximately 2:6 squarg milesi{1664.2¢ves) of Intefior:high-quality
forest. This does: not ﬁt wrth the statements in the DEIS that most/5fthis-forést s edgéﬁhabltat

TN N .

Muller and Klemens in their' 2004 Plan h ized Blue M 3 as u-biodiversityTrib kay
properties being, *(1) adequate acreage (at least-1,000 acres) to suppadt species that remarehrge
expanses of habitat; (2) relatively high quality, non-degraded habitat-conditions; and (3} linkages to
other land: units, enabli among them (dlspersal mlgratlon) »

They further state, "The size of this Reservation, and the fact thatit'¢contains an assemblage of
species that indicate high-quality habitatin the riorthérn suburbs, make it a significant biodiversity
hub.” They went on to say that it provides habitat to interior forest birds and is "adequately
preserved." At present, the 6ft ROW does not constitute a frag ion barrier; h ver, the 75ft
work area will result in forest fi ion and the introdi of edge forest right through the
center of the Reservation. -

The combination of the loss of forest for the ROW and the introduction of edge forest along its
perimeter would result in the loss of approximiately 400 acres of interior forest from Blue Mountain
Reservation. 400 acres is one quarter of the entire park! This project, as proposed would result in
loss or conversation to edge forest, of approximately 25% of the parks total acreage! In short, Blue
Mountaln Is not edge forest, it is not fragmented, it supports forest-interior species. Thus, the DEIS
discounting effects on this area are inappropriate and must be reassessed.

IND86-26 | Included in the vicinity of Blue Mountain is Dickey Brook. This brook and wetlands lies completely

IND-97

IND86-24

IND86-25

IND86-26

See the responses to comments IND84-20 and IND84-24.

See the responses to comments IND84-20 and IND84-24.

See the responses to comments CO13-1 and CO13-8.

Individuals



IND86 — Courtney Williams et al. (cont’d)

20140915-0032 FERC PDF (Uno

cial) 0%/15/2014

INDS6-26 | within the proposed work area. The area routinely floods during heave rains, completely blocking

(eontd)

INDS8G-27

IND86-28

4

Reynolds Hill with muddy water, di iting sedi asit

Adjacent to Blue Mountain but absent from the DEIS is the Pl id! lands and iated
uplands that constitute the Furnace Brook Headwater Preserve. Miller and Clemens characterized
that area as follows; "This area is east of Blue Mountain Reservation, and lies south and east of
Pleasantside. The habitat here is too small to be considered a biodiversity hub or biotic pfanning unit.
Hi , the area is thy for several reasons. It contains remnant populations cf
development-sensitive species (e.g., black rat snakes, gray treefrogs, Canada warblers, pileated
woodpecker, worm- eating warbler, and others). It contains the headwater wetlands of Furnace
Brook {some of which is protected locally as a park). It also includes a diversity of wetlands (including
ponds, forested wetlands, shrub swamps, and emergent marsh). Most of these wetlands have been
ringed tightly by devel land-rich land: such as this are particularly important for
biodiversity; development in such areas should be planned carefully to avoid further impacts to
wetland biota."

A

of this bi:

The pipeline bisects the Furnace Brook H Preserve pletely. The imp
on the biodiversity, wetlands, and water quality are not addressed in the DEIS.

In short, scientific literature indicate that the areas of Blue Mountain and vicinity are not simply edge
forest, but a biodiversity hub and habitat fragment of concern. The DEIS completely mischaracterizes
or omits (in the case of Furnace Brook} these areas. Thus, the DEIS is incoinplete and inaccurate in
this regard. This also raises the question of whether other areas along the pipeline route are similarly
mischaracterized and thus absent from the DEIS.

In order for the FERC to adequately assess the impact of this project, Algonquin must resubmit their
analysis of these and other areas mischaracterized as fragmented, edge forest. They must account
for the loss of habitat and the impact on biodiversity of populations therein. How does Algonquin
propose to avoid fragmenting Blue Mountain forest and further fragmenting the Furnace Brook
Headwater Preserve? What loss of habitat will occur? There should be additional discussion of how
the loss of 400 acres from Blue Mountain (approximately 25% of the total acreage) can be avoided or
repaired. If that loss cannot be avoided or repaired, what alternate routes does Algonquin
propose? What size ROW will be maintained in each of these areas? Can these ROWs be limited to
25ft or less to avoid i d an edge and fr: ing the interiors of these preserves? How wil
these ROWs be maintained? Mowing? Herbicides? How will these various forms impact the habitat
and biodiversity, and which will have the least impact? Will the Algonquin agree to use the method
that minimizes the impact as much as possible?

Rich et al http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1046/j.1523-1739.1994.08041109.x/abstract
Robinson et al http://ww.prbo.org/cms/docs/terre/Robinsonetal 1985science.pdf
Miller and Clemens http://www.yorktownny.org/planning/croton-highlands-biodiversity-plan

IND-98

IND86-27

IND86-28

Comment noted. Sections 4.3.2.6 and 4.4.3 of the EIS discuss impacts and
mitigation to surface waters and wetlands. See also the response to comment
IND84-24.

Comment noted. See the responses to comments IND84-24, IND-84-25,
IND84-26, and IND84-27.
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Environmental Justice ' _ . .

Low income ities and communities of color have historically been d as a result of air
liution from energy-g ing facilities, and water polluhon from waste treatment facilities and the

dlspropcrmonate locaung of other unde ible land 5 in those communmes

The United Sums Enviro: ma] Pmtectxon Agenny the "EPA") and she Neg: Y~‘ork State Depamnem of
Environmental Conservauon ('NYSDEC) define env onmental_]ustlce as the, fair treatmentand ..

g e' coler, muoqal origin ncome. with resgect to
the devel fibrt; and of env "~ Iaws Te| ns, and policies. .

Faif treatment ttieans that no group of people | simuld bear a djspmpumonate shaxqof thr. n¢gntwc~
environmental cohsequences resulting from iri usfnal gover or
policies. Meaningful involvéement means that people have an opporlumty o p pa’le in decxslons 3boul
activities that may. affect their.environment and/gr health; the puhﬁv: s contribution can inflyence the
regulatory agency’s decision; their concerns will-be considered in the-decision makitig process and the
deci: on mgkers seek out.and facilitate the involvemerit of those potentially affected.

Thé Pecksklll Environmental Justice report looked at the following characteristics:
* areas where a number of residents are living below the poverty line and/or where minorities
comprise more than 51.1 percent of the population- 3+ »* == 1 =
* current environmental burdens.on Peekskilt and surrounding areds
. comparauve health status and adverse health effec\s

2, Peekskill has.a populatlon of: apprommate]y &3.000, with the' mhjdﬂ!y of its po
_Afncan Amcncan 9% Latino. . . : . a o5 5

o Neighborhoods within a 12.. S-mlle radlus of downtown Peékskﬂr are home to at least 2 hazardous

waste handlers, 7 hazardous waste facilities, 19 solid waste facilities, 27 major and minor air
polluters, 87 industrial surface water sites, 20 municipal surface watersites; 15 toxic release
facilities; 47 hazardéus waste handlers, and 23 toxic release sites. The.majority of the.toxic.
release 4ites, hazardous waste, solid waste faci d wastewater facilities are located in

. d ly Afri American ) N
-« Health data comparing Peekskill to sur indi thal Peekskillhas ..
unusually high rates of asthma, including emergcncy room visits and hospltallzatlons, resplmory

cancers, death due 10 cardiovascular disease, and high mcxdcnts of ]ow birth welgm

ImpletoﬁheAl‘Ml’lpelmePro;ect 4 o b e ¥R YEpon

The AIM Project would have adverse impacts on ne|ghhorhoods within a 12.5-mile radius of downtown
Peekskill, NY, an area already home to more than thclr fmr share of hazardous waste facilities. The
adverse impacts on the cnvi | justice ated with the construction of the plpelme
would include the temporary incredses indust; noise, and'traffic from the conslructlon
impacts on air quality once the pipeline is completed.

In Westchester County, two census block groups crossed by the AIM Project have minority. populations
greater than the minority threshold but the DEIS lacks any meaningful analysis of environmental justice
issues. While the adverse environmental impacts would occur along the entire pipeline route the DEIS
does not provide sufficient analysis to effectively determine if the Project would resultina* -
disproportionately high and adverse impact on these minority and low-income populations.

The absence of any meaningful analysis of the AIM Pm_]cv,t’s impact on environmental justice issues
along the pipeline route deprived the publlc ofa 0 and failed to take
the requisite hard look at the proposed pipeline’s envi 1mpact A full analysis of alternative
routes and udequsle wmmem time should be provided for any fi ding of the impact
upon 1 justice ities. As a result, a rewsed DEIS must be prepared for review and

public comment to analyze the impact on environmental justice issues along the pipeline route.

IND-99

IND86-29

See the response to comment LA9-16.
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IND87-1 See the response to comment LA5-12 regarding the design of the pipeline
facilities. Section 4.12 of the EIS addresses pipeline safety.

IND-100 Individuals
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cPu-4e QRIGINAL

6 Hamilton Avenue
Croton, NY 10520

) September 9,2014 iy 5£p 15 A 41
Secretary Kimberly D. Bose
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First Street, NE .

Room 1A
Washington, D. C. 20426
Dear Madam Secretary:

L)
As a resident of the Town of Cortlandt, New York, I oppose the extension of the
Algonquin Pipeline for the following reasons:

IND88-1 |* The proposed pipeline is within a few hundred feet of forty years of accumulated spent
fuel rods, which are stored at Indian Point Nuclear Facility in overcrowded fuel pools and
dry cask storage, and near the intersection of two geological fault lines, the Ramapo and
Stamford-Peekskill faults, which poses the risk of catastrophic damage with long-term
impacts on the region. Proposed high voltage electrical transmission lines would also
cross the pipeline in the same area further i ing the risks. An explosion at or near
Indian Point would be an unimaginable disaster.

IND88-2 'Pmmhally:ughlevdsofndm.theleadmgwueoﬂungmmmn—mokm

p in the pipeline. Pipelines and comp stations emit

IND88-3 | methane, a greenhouse gas far more potent than carbon dioxide, contributing to climate
change.

INDg8-4 |* Comp station ions proposed for Stony Point and Southeast, NY expose

communities to highly toxic emissions each year. Health effects associated with
compressof station emissions m:lude. nosebleeds, headaches, dizziness, skin mshm.

J 4 1 m P
kidney and liver cancer.
INDg8-5 |* The proposed ion significantly ds the volume of natural gas committed for
P by local distributors. Taxpayers should not bear stecp costs of public health,

emergency response, damage to water supplies, and environmental impacts for the
pnrpoacofﬁulmnnanammlgnsexpon.

IND88-6 and ion of gas i ly directs taxpayer dollars to
mcmaseduseoffosmlﬁxelswhmbo!hpublicﬁnﬁmdmmzinuﬂmem:hauldbe
| focused on energy efficiency, conservation, and non-polluting renewable energy
resources.

Thank you for your consideration.
ly,

IND88-1

IND88-2
IND88-3
IND88-4

IND88-5

IND88-6

IND-101

See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA4-2, and SA7-4.

See the response to comment SA4-4.
See the responses to comments FA4-23 and CO12-13.

See the responses to comments SA4-1 and SA4-9.

See the response to comment CO15-4.

See the response to comment FL4-11.
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Presented at FERC Public Hearing AIM 9-10-14 presented in front of FERC Maggie Suter, PHMSA
Karen Gentile, Jennifer Lee consultant.

Revised for submittal at Public Hearing 9-15-14 Cortland Manor NY

The reason I’'m here is to publicly address a serious environmental problem already occurring in
our area from changes made from 2004 to Iroquois Transmission System and 2007 & 2008 to
both the Algonquin and Iroquois transmission systems. The problems are errant sound waves
radiating away from these systems. One problem is an air borne problem that is localized to
the compressor station called Flutter. The other is a far more expansive debilitation of mostly
inaudible low frequency and infrasonic sound waves radiating away from the buried pipe lines,
interacting with enclosed structures and resonating them to cause chronic, intolerable tonal
sound and vibrations of enclosed structures called Hum.

On September 7, | filed comments into the AIM docket CP14-96-000( FERC Accession
201407075016) because these issues have not been addressed in the draft AIM EIS, even
though for nearly 5 years the FERC has been aware of them, witnessed them and requested by
town and State Legislators to get to the bottom of the problems. My filing addresses the
problem and the negative impacts already occurring in the exposure areas to humans and the
eco system. My sensitization to it became noticeable after changes were made to the Iroquois
and Algonquin systems in 2007 & 2008. FERC is fully cognizant of these issues and is either
unable or unwilling to address them.

Hum is caused by conditions inside HP NG transmission pipelines which radiate ELF/LF sound
waves, inducing structural resonance, resultingin a vibration sound that is similar to a large
idling diesel engine sitting in the neighborhood. Not noticed by most but affecting many. The
resultant vibration sound called hum saturates the interiors of enclosed structures like homes
and workplaces. It is occurring throughout the US and other countries within a few miles of the
ROW’s of many of these type lines.

Flutter is an airborne pulsing pressure wave caused by vortex instabilities at exhaust turbine
exhaust stacks. Itis local to the neighborhood near the station

The first sensation of the problems were uncomfortable LF mono tone vibration sounds in bed,
at night in 2009. It escalated and began to cause sick feelings, altered sleep patterns, ringing
ears and anxiety. There were noticeable changes in wildlife habitat, demeanor of pet dog and
surface vibrations and standing pool water waves.

After some early cooperation with then only Iroquois considered a source, FERC advised that no
further attention to the matter would be forth coming in early 2010. We asked for the support
of Attorney General Blumenthal, Representative Murphy and Brookfield First Selectman which

IND89-1

IND-102

See the response to comment LA34-1.
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(cont'd)

they followed up contacting FERC and asking for FERC involvement. Some progress seemed to
be occurring, but fell far short of studying the problem. At that point independent investigation
had already begun, where we found that not only the Iroquois Brookfield Compressor Station is
a high emitter of LF sound waves, but so are both buried pipeline systems operated by Iroquois
and Algonquin.

Mid 2011 a severely flutter impacted household within 455 feet of the Iroquois Station engaged
with FERC’s Dispute Resolution Services, as | did as well. FERC engineers visited the area and
validated that vibrations were being caused by gas plant operations. This occurred in Nov 2011.
FERC requested Iroquois to develop a plan to deal with the problem, which Iroquois took 6
months to resond and rebuked FERC's request informing it that not enough people are affected
and the benefits to the greater population don’t warrant spending the funds to correct. Flutter
and vibrations continue.

My first formal complaint was filed in Oct 2012, followed by others and still nothing has
progressed or been addressed.

Besides FERC submittals, information has been provided to town, state, federal agencies and
legislators. Information has also been provided to the CT State Crimes Unit and the CDC
regarding the mind altering affects which can be linked to chronic exposure to ELF sound and
vibration, such as the hum.

l implore FERC to address these issues in the Algonquin AIM -EIS.

Approval of the project must be denied until these problems are embrassed and investigated as
a devastating environmental stressor. It's impact on mental health and it’s impact on wildlife
habitats understood and the concerns of citizens not simply glossed over.

As an advocate of the public, regardless of the AIM Project, FERC must undertake an un biased
investigation into these problems. To date FERC has failed to enforce the law under the Code
of Federal Regulations, section 18CFR380.12 regarding vibration. It is fully aware of both

problems. Section 18CFR380.12 states:

IND-103
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FERC public hearing on the AIM pipeline expansion project, September 16, 2014

IND90-I1The proposed pipeline expansion to bring more fracked natural gas to Rhode Island. This isa
terrible idea!

We should be growing a sustainable, distributed system of power generation.
Instead, as Larry Wilkerson, Colin Powell's former chief of staff, formulated it, our policy is:
“let's just keep being predators and watch the planet cast us off, because the planet is going to

cast a soft, or at least a sizable majority of us."

Rhode Island import will import more natural gas, and it will export death and destruction to the
people near the drilling sites.

Most of the wells are now located in Pennsylvania, but extreme-cxtraction wells are short-lived
and they are spreading like wildfire across the US.

IND90-

)

Maps of the RI Department of Health of asthma show a higher prevalence of asthma insurance
claims in the section of Burrillville near the gas compressor station. Is it causing this? That is
not clear, but is ignorance a solid basis for the planned expansion?

IND90-3| Our governors and congressional delegations are unwavering in their unwavering support of the
1%. They have lined up behind this supposedly "'Green' Bridge to Hell."

They have also tried to make these vital decisions behind closed doors.

IND90-4| They claim that pipeline expansion will lower the price of fuel, but the gas may end up going to
world market where its price is much higher than in the US.

We have to stop this crime against the People and against Life on Earth!

References:
1. "Green" Bridge to Hell: http://www. tomdispatch.com/posti 17587 3/tomeram
%3A naomi oreskes,_a %22green’ bridge to hell/

The myth that gas is clean energy: hitps:/‘'www.youtube.com!watch?
v=OIAFRzaHnb4#=27m0s

i on on Predators 'R US: hty

:/therealnews.com/12/index.php?

4. Health effects of fracking: http://concernedhealthny.org/wp-content'uploads/2014/07/CHPNY-
g-Compendium.pdf

6. RI politicians in bed with corporate America: http://www.rifuture org/sunshinc-and-methane-
pipeline-expansion html

IND90-1

IND90-2

IND90-3

IND90-4

IND-105

Comment noted.

See the responses to comments SA4-10 and SA4-9.

Comment noted.

See the response to comment CO15-4.
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IND91 — Susan Angevin
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Susan Angevin, Dedham, MA.
September 16, 2014

To FERC Commission Members:

I am writing to express my concern re?ardmg the proposed Algonquin pipeline prOJect
(FERC docket #CP14-96-000) which as ﬁ anned would run under Route 1 in Dedham,
alongside densely populated neighborhoods and the new Municipal Campus.

I live on willow Street in a neighborhood that would be severely impacted both by
1-2 years of construction and b{ the potential negative environmental impacts of any
failure in the Eas pipes. The latter danger that most concerns me because the
long-term health effects of fracking, both the drilling and in this case the
transportation systems, to nearby communities is not fully known, most critically
the potential for water contamination and gas leaks.

I respectfully request that the Commission give serious consideration to the
concerns of this community and revise or abandon this project to avoid negative
impacts on the community.

Thank you for your consideration of this request and for your commitment to ensuring

safe and sound energy for all our citizens.

Sincerely,

Susan Angevin

Page 1

IND91-1

IND91-2
IND91-3

IND-106

Algonquin has estimated that construction in residential areas would
progress about 40 to 200 feet per day, which means construction should last
several days or a couple of weeks within any given neighborhood, not 1 to
2 years. Section 4.12 of the EIS addresses both general and specific safety-
related concerns.

See the response to comment CO19-11.

Comment noted.
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IND92 — Rickie Harvey

‘ FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION OR , Gl N A L

ALGONQUIN INCREMENTAL MARKET PROJECT (DOCKET No. CP14-96-000)
Comments can be: (1) left with a FERC representative; (2) mailed to the addresses below or (3) electronically filed'.

Please send one copy referenced to Docket No.
CP14-96-000 to the address below.

For Official Filing:
Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First Street, NE, Room 1A
Washington, DC 20426

COMMENTS: (PLEASE PRINT) [continue on back of page if necessary)

‘D\v/ \“G,,
'\4/. A .f
A '1\ ¥ §_
X 8
o
>
-2

Commentor’s ?Iame and Mailing Address (Please Print)

e HYac
22 Poonfar4+ S+
W, Roxbutq  MHA 033D

Nk WS vROzoo. AL
! The C ! filing of See 18 Code of Federal Regulations 385.2001(a)(1)(iii) and the
i ions on the C ion's Internet website at ferc.gov under the link to and Filings” and “cFiling." eFiling
is a file attachment process and requires that you prepare your submission in the same manner as you would if filing on paper, and save it
10 a file on your hard drive. New eFiling users must first create an account by clicking on “Sign up” or “cRegister.” You will be asked to
select the type of filing you are making. This filing is considered a “Comment on Filing.” All comments submitted under eFiling are

placed in the public record for the specified docket or project number(s).
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Rickie Harvey (cont’d)

IND92-1

IND92-2

IND92-3

IND92-4

IND92-5

IND92-6

Docket #CP14-96-000

September 11, 2014
Dear Members of FERC,

| am writing to express my dissatisfaction with the limited nature of the community process in
regard to the expansion of the Algonquin Pipeline, specifically the 5-mile spur into Dedham and
West Roxbury. These are new pipes being laid, not simply the enlargement of current pipes. My
understanding is that National Grid asked Spectra to build this new part of the pipeline in order
to increase capacity.

In light of the residential area through which these new pipes will be laid, including a soccer field
on which children will play, it would behoove everyone involved to hold a robust community
p mwhwhthe ig d meets with both Spectr: ives and infi d

dividuals from National Grid together, at the same time, so that they can answer all questions
posed and not say that the other oompany knows the answers but that they do not. | also
request that in addition to this informational meeting, at which Spectra and National Grid should
present their plans to the community, there be a second FERC hearing held. The previous
hearing—scheduled for the eve of the state primary and not at all publicized in a significant
manner to the i vhile well ded, still did not allow for many elected officials to
attend and also p! d many i ists who were knee deep in getting out the vote
for the election. It is apparent that many of these people would have attended on another
evening.

Many in the community have safety and envii about the Station that
is planned to be built very near an active quarry in West Roxbury. With blasts taking place in the
nearby vicinity, how can a Metering Station be built without honest and serious meetings with
neighbors who live in the radius of the pipeline and station?

There cun'enﬂy are thousands of gas leaks in the National Grid pipes all around West Roxbury.
They are dang and an envi | hazal i Grid needs to increase its
capacity, they should be urged not to spend the money they plan to pay Spectra for these new
pipes in a largely residential area but instead to repair all of the leaks. Doing so would increase
their capacity as desired and not create new fossil fuel infrastructure that will last 40 or 50 years
when we should be taking measures to wean ourselves off fossil fuels, not increase them.

You are well aware of the many, many environmental concerns around natural gas pipelines,
fracking, etc. and it should be your number one priority to make sum the residents in West
Roxbury and Dedham are fully i of the of this and also the
disruption to their lives as it is built. None of this has been done to any dagree that the building
of a new pipeline should require.

Thank you for li g to the s

required to hold a robust i in which inf
addressed, and that there is a seeond FERC hearing held because of the short notice and
troublesome date on which the first hearing was scheduled.

Spectrn and National Grid are
and

Sincerely, 32 Pomfret Street

Rickie Harvey West Roxbury, MA 02132
e-mail: rickieh@verizon.net
phone: 617-413-1786

IND92-1

IND92-2

IND92-3
IND92-4

IND92-5

IND92-6

IND-108

See the response to comment FA6-5 regarding the opportunities for public
involvement.

See the responses to comments FA6-5 and LA3-2. The purpose of the
comment meetings is to offer the public an opportunity to voice their
comments on the draft EIS on the public record to FERC (i.e., not for
elected officials or citizen activists to garner support or opposition to a
project). These meetings are scheduled geographically and temporally to
allow a wide audience in the Project area to attend. We do not believe that a
meeting the night before a primary election prevented/obstructed the ability
for the majority of the public to attend. Further, many elected officials or
staff representatives attended the meeting in Dedham, Massachusetts and
presented comments. As was published in the Notice of Availability, the
Commission also offered several other methods of providing comments on
the draft EIS.

See the response to comment FA6-1.

See the response to comment IND53-2.

Section 4.12 of the EIS contains a thorough discussion of public safety
issues associated with the Project, and section 4.8.3 discusses construction
impacts in residential, commercial, and industrial areas.

Comment noted.

Individuals



IND93 — Dr. Allen Dozor

CHILDREN'S ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH CENTER OF THE HUDSON VALLEY

*
maria Maria Fareri Children's Hospital at Westchester Medical Center
clgmlh New York Medical College
Gl Mailing Address: Skyline Office # 1N-E29
R ——— 40 Sunshine Cottage Road
Valhalla, New York 10595
Office: (914) 483-7585
Fax: (914) 594-2350
Allen J. Dozor, MD, Center Director www.childrensenvironment.org Staff Physicians
Robert W. Amler, MD, Dean, School of Health Sciences and Practice Nikhil Amin, MD
Amy Ansebl, DNP, FNP- BC, Outreach Cool tor Jay Boyer, MD
Diane E. Heck, Ph. D, Chair, Department of ironmental Health Science Elizabeth de la Riva — Velasco, MD
Y. Cathy Kim, MD, Associate Center Director Bindu George, MD
Agnes Banquet, MD, Assistant Center Director Suzette Gjonaj, MD
Sankaran Krishnan, MD, MPH, Director of Research Christy Kim, MD
Ingrid Gherson, BS, Research Coordinator Diana Lowenthal, MD
Kim Jacobhs, MSW, Center Social Worker Yehudit Pollack, MD
Jennifer Luchetta, Program Coordinator Naday Traeger, MD
Donna Westby, Assistant Program Coordinator John Welter, MD

September 15, 2014

Kimberly Bose, Secretary

Tederal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC)

888 First Street N, Room | A

Washington DC 201426 Re: Docket #CP14-96-000

Dear Commissioners:

IND93-1| This letter is written to urge hensive, inds dent and risk including risks to health,
particularly to children, before approving §pcctr1 Encrgy’s proposud Algonquin Incremental Market (AIM) natural gas
pipeline expansion project.

[ am a practicing pediatric pulmonologist at the Maria Fareri Children’s Hospilal, Professor of Pediatric s and Clinical Public
Health at New York Medical College, and Director of the Children’s Environmental Health Center of the ]ludson Valley.
Our children’s hospital is the only children’s hospital in the lower Hudson Valley and as such, we carc for thousands of
children with asthma and related chronic respiratory discase. The incidence of asthma in our region is very high and has
increased dramatically over the Jast thirty years. This striking increase is undeniably related at least in part to air pollution,
The air quality in the area through which this pipeline expansion is planned is poor, frequently failing to meet EPA levels
considered to be safe. Ground zonc ozone and particulate matter levels

Between 30 and 50 new patients are referred to our center weekly. Asthma begins in carly childhood, and young children are
particularly vulnerable to poor air quality. Their immunc systems are immature. Young children breathe in much higher
amounts of air relative to their body size. Inflammation in the lungs in young children not only harms these children for the
rest of their lives, these effects can also be seen in their children and their children’s children.

1t is extremely important that the health effects of any increascs in toxic cmissions that may result from this pipeline project
be studied very carefully, including not just average daily emissions, but increases that may occur with temperature
inversions and blowdown events.

The lcgislators of all counties directly affected by this proie:t have passed resolutions regarding Spectra Energy’s ATM
pipcline cxpanslon project. In addition to the impact on air quality, real concerns have been raised about exposure of our

radioacti powdcr that can be either breathed in or ingested. | agree with all that have called for a
very tau,fy' idered, and indep of all potential adverse health effects of this project

Sincorc@., {

Cjef, Pediatric Pulmonology, Allergy & Sleep Medicine

ssociate Physician in Chief, Maria Fareri Children’s Hospital at Westchester Medical Center
Professor of Pediatrics and Clinical Public Health
New York Medical College

IND93-1

IND-109

See the responses to comments SA1-10 and SA4-10.

Individuals



IND94 — Susan Dimmock

20140916-5107 (29787427) . txt

susan Dimmock, Rocky Hill, CT.

I_am writing to oppose Sqectra Energy subsidiary Algonquin Gas Transmission, LLC's IND94-1 See the reSpOnse to comment FL2-5.
plans to construct the Algonquin Incremental Market (AIM) gas pipeline expansion

across New York, Connecticut, Massachusetts and Rhode Island in 2015 and 2016. This
Eraject will cross 67 bodies of water and 86 wetlands in Connecticut alone, and will
ore under the Hudson and still Rivers, creating a risk of contamination of all
these valuable resources. The rate of leaks and spills of methane is high.

IND94-1

IND94-2 See the response to comment FA4-24.

]Nr)qq.g|Fracked gas poses serious environmental and health risks, and the rate of leaks and
spills is high. By adding more renewable power to the grid and increasing energy

efficiencies, we could_power 40% of electricity by renewables within 20 years. But IND94-3 See the response to comment FL2-2.

we can't ﬁet off fossil fuels by switching from one to another. Natural gas should

stay in the ground with its dirty brothers, coal and oil.

IND94-3

Thank you for your attention

IND95 — Tim Muller

20140917-5007 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 9/17/2014 7:47:52z AM

IND95-1 Comment noted.

INDOS-1| -

IND-110 Individuals



IND96 — Gina LaRosa
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IND96-1

IND97 — Kara Tierney

20140917-5037 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 9/17/2014 11:17:50 AM

IND97-1

IND97-1

IND-111

Comment noted.

Section 4.12 .1 of the EIS discusses how PHMSA pipeline safety standards
apply to specific segments of the AIM Project pipeline, including a summary
of the higher safety standards applicable to HCAs such as residential
neighborhoods and schools.

Individuals



IND98 — Irving Mintz

20140918-5000 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 9/17/2014 5:02:27 PM

NY, NY.
cmmission

INDO8-1| 2 sion pu

ieut and

& regions in N 5
ronmental and nuclear hazard

IND98-2| % given the full

truth-out
halt

onguin Pipeline

ing Mintz, M.S.W.

eunity
r 10,000
and frail

3 p

e} a mylLh

d and homeless
E

aMpany,
talsCfv

IND98-1
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IND-112

See the response to comment SA4-4.

See the response to comment FA6-5.

Individuals



IND99 — Aimee

20140918-5008 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 9/17/2014 7:32:04 PM

IND99-1 See the response to comment SA4-5. Further, the commentor cites
numerous inaccurate facts about the size of the San Bruno, California
pipeline and natural gas transmission pipeline incident data. See the
response to comment IND81-2.

TND99-1

IND99-2 Section 1.1 of the EIS discusses the purpose and need for the Project,
including that numerous shippers have contracted with Algonquin for
pipeline transportation service exceeding the capacity of the existing
pipeline system.

I\'I)‘N-El :

IND99-3

INDO9-4

IND99-3 See the response to comment FL4-11.
IND99-4 Comment noted.

IND-113 Individuals
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Peckskiil, New York
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September 3, 201 70 17 A @ i

Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary

* Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First Street NE, Room 1
Washington, DC 20426

RE: Algonqguin Incremental Market (“AIM”) Project:

FERC Docket No. CP 14-96-00
Dear Secretary Bose:
Please accept the following comments on the Draft Envil | Impact St
(“DEIS”) for the proposed Al in I 1 Market (“AIM™) pipeline expansion
project (the “Pipeline”), particularly as it affects Westck and Putnam counties in New

York State. I urge the Federal Energy Commission (“FERC”) to withdraw the
DEIS and take no further action on the application until all of the matters included in these
comments are addressed in a revised DEIS.
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IND100-1

IND100-2

IND-114

See the response to comment FA4-25.

See the response to comment CO15-4.
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Curran, Peekskill, NY.

INDIO1-2] | =5

IND101-1

IND101-2

IND101-3
IND101-4

IND101-5
IND101-6

IND101-7
IND101-8

IND-115

See the response to comment FA6-5.

See the responses to comments FA4-1 and SA1-12.

See the response to comment FA4-25.

See the response to comment LA1-10.

See the response to comment SA4-5.

As stated in section 4.12.1 of the EIS, PHMSA's regulations include
measures to be implemented by the pipeline operator if an increase in
population density adjacent to its pipeline occurs. Also, as noted
throughout the EIS, 81.5 percent of the pipeline facilities proposed in New
York would replace existing facilities installed pre-1970. Therefore, there
would be no increase in risk to the public.

See the responses to comments SA4-1, SA4-9, and LA1-6.

Comment noted.

Individuals
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IND102 — Andrey Slutskiy
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kiy, New Rochelle, NY.

h gas pipeline right next to a nuclear
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INDlOZ-Zl A
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IND102-1
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IND102-4
IND102-5

IND-117

See the response to comment FA4-25.

See the response to comment CO15-4.

Algonquin would recover its costs for the AIM Project through the proposed
rates that would be paid by the Project shippers. Algonquin does not receive
tax money from the areas its pipeline crosses; in fact, Algonquin pays all
applicable taxes in those communities.

See the response to comment FA4-25.

Comment noted.
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IND103-1 See the responses to comments FA4-1, FA6-5, and SA1-12.
IND103-2 See the responses to comments FA4-25 and CO7-6.
IND103-3 See the response to comment SA4-2. Also, as identified in section 4.12.1 of
s the EIS, DOT's regulations require, and Algonquin currently has in place, an
v ) ] - . _ Emergency Response Plan, which includes notification and emergency
IND103 ‘ - - el ; & response procedures.
IND103-4 See the responses to comments LA1-4 and LA1-9.
IND103-5 See the response to comment LA9-16.
IND103-5
IND103-6 See the responses to comments SA4-1 and SA4-9.
IND103-6.
IND103-7 See the response to comment SA4-10.
INDI03-8 IND103-8 See the response to comment SA4-3.
IND103-9|
IND103-9 See the responses to comments SA4-7, LA23-21, FL8-2, and IND85-17.

IND103-10

IND103-11

IND103-10 See the response to comment LA1-10.

IND103-11 See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA1-9, and SA4-5.
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— Cara Sullivan (cont’d)
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to

IND103-12
IND103-13

IND-119

See the response to comment CO15-4.

See the responses to comments LA5-25, IND85-51, and IND85-58.

Individuals



IND104 — Una Curran
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IND104-1 A review of the current service list for this docket indicates that Ms. Curran
has been added as a party to the proceeding. Potential impacts on and
mitigation measures to minimize those impacts on wetlands are discussed in
section 4.4.3 of the EIS. As explained in section 4.7.2, Algonquin has
planned the Project to minimize tree clearing, impacts on migratory birds and
wildlife, and other sensitive resources by using their existing rights-of-way to
the maximum extent possible.

e of Ura Curran

IND104-1

IND104-2

W IND104-2 See the response to comment LA9-16.
r\'nlm4| IND104-3 See the response to comment FA4-1.
) IND104-4 See the responses to comments FA4-25 and SA1-9. PHMSA's regulations
"\D““'Sl account for the current population density (e.g., class location and HCAs)
resulting in more stringent pipeline design requirements in more populated
— areas. See also the response to comment IND101-6.
IND104-5 See the responses to comments SA4-1 and SA4-9.
IND104-6 See the responses to comments FA3-5, LA1-4, LA1-9, and LA1-10.
IND104-7 See the response to comment FA4-25.
D104-7
IND104-8 We acknowledge receipt of the signed petitions.
IND104-8 |
IND104-9
IND104-9 See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA4-1, and SA4-5.
IND104-10
IND104-10 Algonquin is no longer proposing a pipe and contractor ware yard in Granite
SOLEY Knolls West. Section 4.8.5.1 and table 4.8.1-1 of the EIS have been revised
accordingly. Potential impacts on Blue Mountain Reservation are discussed
in section 4.8.5.1 of the EIS.

IND104-11 Comment noted.

IND-120 Individuals



IND104 — Una Curran (cont’d)
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IND105-1

£ ORE IND105-1 See the responses to comments CO14-25 and FL11-7.
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INp1EL IND106-1 See the responses to comments FA6-1 and SA4-5.
IND107 — Jeffrey
20140922-5163 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 9/22/2014 4:21:54 PM
INDIO7-1 IND107-1 See the response to comment FA4-25.
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IND108 — Ellen Campana
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IND108-

IND108-3

3

stake
nol line Lhe

IND108-1

IND108-2

IND108-3

IND108-4

IND-125

See the response to comment SA4-5.

See the responses to comments FA4-25, FA5-2, SA4-2, and SA11-7.

See the responses to comments LA5-12 and FL4-4.

Comment noted.
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IND109 — Susan Peters

IND109-1
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/Q/ G/ N 4 FILED
L T Saamben 20 Mt
Aorye SEAT. 22
Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary W23 A l530
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission —— .
888 First Street NE, Room 1 s § Ty
Washington, DC, 20426 = :

RE: Algonquin Incremental Market [“AIM”] Project:
FERC Docket No, CP 14-96-00

Dear Secretary Bose:

Pleasc accept the following on the Draft Envir | Tmpact S

(DEIS) for the proposed Algonquin Incremental Market (AIM) pipeline expansion
project (the Pipeline), particularly as it affects Westchester and Putnam counties in New
York State. I urge the Federal Regulatory Commission (FERC) to withdraw the DEIS and
take no further action on the application until all the matters included in these comments
are addressed adequately in the revised DEIS.

Human health and safety are not usually add d in Envi | Impact S
draft or final, but h are definitely part of the envi pecially in the densely
populated areas traversed by the proposed pipeline route through Westch and

W
t. The following are some

Putnam counties. Humans arc definitely part of the environme
of these concerns, which must be addressed in the DEIS:

1. The proposed 42 inch high pressure gas pipeline (850 psi compared to a
locomotive steam engine at 275 psi) will be constructed and come out into the
middle of the Village of Verplanck where it is going down one of the main
thoroughfares past a local historic church and within 450 feet of the local

1 'y school. This geographic area is idered a “High C 3
Area” (HCA) because any inadvertent release would have the most adverse
consequences. Additional focus, efforts, and analysis in HCA’s are required. The
National Research Council and Pipeline and Informed Planning Alliance (PIPA)
both caution against schools and other hard to evacuate facilities being close to
pipelines, If y, PIPA ds enh d fire protection for these
buildings. Who pays for this? Other experts state that you can expect a 100%
mortality rate within of any unsheltered individuals such as children playing
outside at the elementary school. Will Algonquin/Spectra Energy duct or pay
for a transparent and independent risk-analysis study to determine the risks to a
school in such close proximity to a high pressure 42 inch gas pipeline? Is
Algonquin/Spectra Energy will to pay for safety measures needed to protect this
school and nearby residents? The Indian Point Nuclear facility is the only nuclear
energy facility located next to gas pipelines, currently two ones, in the United
States,

IND109-1

IND-126

See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA1-9, SA1-12, SA4-5, and FL4-4.

Individuals



IND109 — Susan Peters (cont’d)
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IND109-2

INDI09-3

IND109-4

IND109-5

IND109-6

IND109-7 |

IND109-8

2. Experts have testified to FERC during the comment period that if a gas explosion
should occur the resulting fire would pass a one mile radius and the gas
industry admits it would take one to two hours to turn off the gas feeding such a
fire. Current emergency response protocol is to wait until the gas has burned off
before initiating any rescue attempts. This radius would encompass Verplanck,
parts of the Town of Cortlandt and parts of Buch including the nuclear power
facility, Indian Point. Some have commented that there would not be enough
oxygen because of this immense fire to allow the backup diesel generator system
at Indum Pomt to functwm Just in 2013 there have been up to 70

lving gas pipelines in the United States. In
nddmon. there are two active eanhqunke zones crossing this area, The parent
company of Algonqum. Spectra Energy, has had twenty one incidents since 2006,
causing $8,564.246 in property damage amxdmg to PHMSA, the US Depamnent
of Transportation” Pipeline & Hazard Safety Admini
what ways does the appli di thuemal‘ andprotect
humans who are a real | part ofthe | loca.l environment? A gas pxpelmz
fire/explosion at this location with Indian Point nearby, could speil a catastrophe
that would encompass the whole New York City metropolitan area, the financial
capital of the country.

3. Who will train and eqmp local fire departments; and puy for local emergency

tearns in Westch and Putnam

4, Hxslory has shown that pipelines eventually have umall leaks along their
pathways, releasing harmful fumes and chemicals. In addition there are sections
of the pipeline where B-Vents are located and purposely vent gas into the
atmosphere, If the risk to schoolchildren is ignored since the proposed pipeline
route has been moved 450 feet away from the school, will the other residences
and businesses closer to pipeline B-V areas be designated as “Class 4 High
Consequence Area” and will property owners be comp d for enk d fire
protection?

5. The gas coming through these pipelines is most probably from the fracking fields
to New York’s south and west. Fracked gas is known to include radioactive
elements in the fracked shale and many of the chemicals used during the fracking
process. An independent Health Impact Assessment of this project is not
mentioned as necessary, Why? Who will conduct and pay for this study?

6. Large electrical projects are being proposed to i the pipeline in
the Verplank arca, What added protection ngnum ‘arcing” which degmda metal
over time, is being p; d? Federal p safety 1 have cited Spectra
Encrgy the owner of Algonqum Gas, LLC for allegedly failing to control natural
gas p ion in four thern states: Alabama, Mississippi, Tennessee,
and Kznhw.ky What protection against this added danger is being proposed in this
DEIS?

7. Since New York has been identified as a target by worldwide terrorist
organizations, what precautions against any terrorist attack are being included as
part of the project?

8. There needs to be an independent risk assessment before this 42 inch high
pressure gas pipeline is given the OK with it being so close to the Indian Point

IND109-2

IND109-3

IND109-4

IND109-5

IND109-6

IND109-7

IND109-8

IND-127

See the responses to comments FA4-25 and IND71-5.

See the responses to comments LA1-4 and LA1-9.

See the responses to comments FL8-5 and IND84-7.

See the responses to comments SA4-4 and SA4-10.

See the responses to comments SA7-4 and FL4-4.

See the response to comment CO7-6.

See the response to comment FA4-25.

Individuals



IND109 — Susan Peters (cont’d)

20140922-0014 FERC PDF {(Unofficial) 09/22/2014

INDIORE facility and this high density human population area. Who will pay for and
(contd) w,,d:lycuhi, ,.sk"ff;m;%, e . IND109-9 See the response to comment LA9-16.
INDI109-9 | 9, The DEIS mentions the issue of Environmental Justice, but does consider it
relevant to this project. A small section of the pipeline crosses into the boundaries
of the City of Peekskill. The environmental group, Clearwater, headquartered in
Beacon, New York has developed a document outlining the environmental justice
issues in Peekskill. It can be read at http://www.cl
contem/ggluads/ZOl 1/03/CBEJI FINAL- DRAFT-1-30- ll for-mg pdf This
document states in its pages that “Neighborhoods within a 12.5 mile radius of
downtown Peckskill ( a city where 51.1 percent of the population is identified as a
minority and many are living below the poverty line) are home to 2 hazardous
waste handlers, 7 hazardous waste facilities, 19 solid waste facilitics, 27 major or
minor air polluters, 87 industrial surface water sites, 20 municipal surface water
sites, 15 toxic release facilities, and 23 toxic release sites... Health data
comparing Peekskill to surrounding communities show unusually high rates of
asthma, respiratory cancers, death due to cardiovascular disease and a high
incidence of low birth weight.” With these facts the DEIS must address the
Environmental Justice issue when siting this project where proposed? Does this
geographic area need yet another dangerous project to the health of humans and
other local fauna and flora? A full analysis of alternative routes, and adequate
comment time should be provided for any meaningful understanding upon the
justice ities. This must be covered in the revised DEIS.
INDI09-10 | 10. Internal com,’m of pipelines does occur and its mediation has not been d IND109-10 See the responses to comments LA1-10, FL8-11, IND84-17, and IND84-18.
in the DEIS or elsewhere. Will Algonquin/Sp Energy have enough insurance
to cover the loss of life and property? Who is their insurance carrier? Will
AlgonqulnlSpectm Encrgy work closely with New York State regulators to ensure
that vi ion do not occur on exxsungandpropoud

pipelines? What penalues and/or fines WIll be imposed on Al P

Energy to pay for pliance of of new and existing pipelines? IND109-11 See the response to comment FL8-12.
nbioe1| 1. The proposed route of the pipeline will cross Bluc Mounuun Reservation and

vicinity, including Dickey Brook, Pl ide Wetl including Furnace

Brook Headwater Preserve, and Sylvan Glen/Granite Knolls West t which were all
identified as being crucial areas to support bnodlverslty in the Croton-to-
nghlands Bmdwerslty Plan (2004). Blue Mountain is a “biodiversity hub”,
ide is a “fir of " and the Sylvan Glen is a “biotic planning

umt Thc DEIS dismissed any impact as minimal, catcgonz.mg the areas as “edge
habitats” in total di with the expert opinion expressed in the
Biodiversity Plan bstanti d by peer reviewed literature. The proposed 75 foot
right of way (ROW) would completely bisect Blue M in Reservation into
two now separate properties, compared to the much smaller ROW today. Dickey
Brook is a frest stream that itions into an estuarine habitat on its lower
reaches. As such it supports the fisheries of the Hudson River. The brook with its

lands would be destroyed. In addition Pl ide and the Furnace Brook
Headwater Preserve would also be bi ’bythe op ‘,', line route. At

Sylvan Glen the DEIS only ions its i d
pipeline plan is proposing using a 15 acre wumyald mdnpexmanmtplggmg

IND-128 Individuals
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IND109-11
(conl'd)

IND109-12

IND10¢-13

IND109-14

CcC:

Division of E

station, this would result in a loss of 61 acres of interior forest to construction
space and new edge habitat, which i deer populations and the

of invasive plant species. The DEIS needs to thomughly address these important
questions as to the habitat and biodiversi to these sections of the
pipeline. Can the Right of Way (ROW) be reduced? How are the ROW‘
maintained? Will the use of pesti and herbicides be used, end: local
flora and fauna? How are their use justified and are the Algonquin/Spectra Energy
maintenance crews using Integrated Pest Management?

. Bird habitat must be taken into account. The worm eating warbler has been found

living in Blue Mountain Reservation. It has been found to be a bird of special
concern. Blue Mountain is also used by many migrating birds, and many of the
migrating warblers depend on native plants for the insects that they need for
subsidence as they travel north or south depending on the time of year. Only
native species of plants have these 'y insects. Disturbed land ag
invasive foreign plants to grow, which do not contain these necessary insects. By
increasing the Right of Way, the amount of invasive plants will only increase in
number in Blue Mountain, Pleasantside and Sylvun Glen. What measures are
being used to prevent the increase of invasive species.

. The Pleasantside wetlands, which constitute lhe hesdwawr wetlands of Furnace

Brook, has been home to Canada warbl dpeckers, worm eating
warblers and many other birds. How will this project m:pact endangered,

i d and special bird species? Will the timeline of this project
impact important bird times for migrating, nesting, breeding and foraging? During
the winter months, Verplanck, Buchnnnn. Town or Con.landt and Peekskill all
host bald eagles. Blue M i di p parts of the
Croton-to-Highlands Biodi yPlIn Surveysofthesespecluandoﬂmonesof
concern were submitted to the FERC docket on September 3, 2014 und marked
confidential. How can the public properl on “Confidenti

information and surveys. These surveys must be included in the revised DEIA.

14. Insect, bird, mammal, plant, turtle and amphibian habitat will be disturbed at the

Blue Mountain Reservation, Pleasantside and Sylvan Glen locations. Using the

list ofspecles of developed hy Westch County in 2005 at

a thorough study ofthz areas needs to be conducud and thmmndgmed befom uny
disturbance of the areas occurs, There are endangered, threatened and “of
concern” species have been identified in Westchester County parks like the Blue
Mountain Reservation. Blue Mountain Reservation alone has been identified as
having The DEIS must show an expert mdependcnt study of the ROW areas and
areas that identifies which species are in the ROW and how any
d:stm-bnnce wdl be mmgated Simply stating that the disturbances will be
are usually permanent when it comes to
habmt, lmw will these dlsturbances be mitigated? How will the disturbances be
kept minimal? Where land is disturbed, usually the habitat is changed forever.

I Mf@

IND109-12 See the responses to comments FL8-12, CO22-26, and FA3-4.

IND109-13 See the responses to comments SA11-14 and SA11-15. Survey results are
included in the final EIS, but specific survey locations for sensitive species
are not identified due to the sensitive nature of the information. However,
survey results will be used during consultations with jurisdictional agencies
regarding avoidance, minimization, and mitigation of impacts.

IND109-14 See the responses to comments SA11-14, SA11-15, IND84-24, and IND84-
25.
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Health Services, U.S. Department of
Health and Human Services, National
Center for Environmental Health,
Sharunda Buchanan, GA

Office of Enforcement and Compliance
A U.S. Envi |

Protection Agercy, Cynthia Giles, DC

Office of Pipeline Safety, Pipeline and
Hazardous Materials Safety

Administration, U.S. Department of
Transportation, CO

Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety
Administration, U.S. Department of
Transportation, Jeffrey Wiese, DC

& Magdy El-Sibaie, DC, & Sherri Pappas, DC

U.S. Department of Homeland Security, U.S.
Coast Guard, Ed Wandelt, DC

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
Region 2, Lingard Knutson, NY

U.S. House of Representatives, Office of
Congresswoman Nita M. Lowey,

District Director, Patricia Keegan, NY

U.S. Senate, Senator Charles Schumer, DC
U.S. Senate, Senator Kristin Gillibrand, DC
NYS Senate, Senator Carlucci

NYS Assembly, Assemblyperson Sandra Galef

New York State Department of Environmental
Conservation, Joseph Martens, NY

Westchester County Board of Legislators, Katherine Borgia

US Nuclear Regulatory C ission, Washi DC

Entergy, Buchanan, NY
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FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION

ALGONQUIN INCREMENTAL MARKET PROJECT (DOCKET NO. CP14- WILEQ
Comments canbe: (L)left with a FERE representative; (2) malled T thie addiesses below of (3) elnnmm

| Please send one wpy lgfuzmd 10 Docket No.
CP14-96-000.t0 the-address below. ~— -

Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First Street, NE, Room 1A
Washington, DC 20426

IND110-1
Q

IND110-2 |

COMMENTS (PLEASE PRINT) (continue on back of page ;(messary}
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o --W-SEP22- AH: 10
.FEDL"‘ L ",_,m(
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IND110-3| €

Commentor's Name and Mailing Address (Please Print)
Corpl Keendn

7 T —

under the link to

ic cecord for

‘mmwmmdm See 18 Code of Federal Regulations 385.2001(a)(1)(ii) and the
and Filings” and “¢Filing.” cFiling
ulfmmmmmmmmmmmmwwlnmmm-ywmldx!ﬁlhgupw and save it
10 a file on your hard drive. New eFiling usess must first create an account by, clicking on “Sign up"” or “eRegister.”  You will be asked to
selct the type of filing you are making, mmum-mmmn; All comments submitted under eFiling are

IND110-1

IND110-2
IND110-3

IND-131

See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA1-9, and SA4-5.

See the responses to comments LA1-4 and LA1-9.

Comment noted.

Individuals



IND111 - Lynn Sandbank

ORIGINAL

Somers, New York
September 12, 2014

Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First Street NE, Room 1
Washington, DC 20426

RE: Algonquin Incremental Market (AIM) Project
FERC Docket No. CP 14-96-00

Dear Secretary Bose:

Please accept following comments on Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(DEIS) for proposed Algonquin Incremental Market (AIM) pipeline expansion
Project (the “Pipeline”), particularly as it affects Westchester and Putnam
IND111-1 |Counties in New York State. | urge the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
(FERC) to withdraw the DEIS and take no further action on the application
until all of the matters included in these comments are addressed in a revised
DEIS.
The DEIS fails to adequately consider the environmental impacts of related
existing and reasonably pipelines within the FERC's jurisdiction.
There are too many unanswered questions in the document submitted by
Algonquin which makes me extremely uneasy.
My house is 3/10" of a mile from the proposed pipeline expansion.
The specific question which | would like addressed is —how will this effect
the environmental impact on respiratory diseases and the animals in the area.
1 am also concerned about losing the value on my home and whether new
owners would have trouble getting insurance with a forty-two inch pipeline
3/10" of a mile away.
IND111-5|Does Algonquin have a class A insurance company to cover all possible
expenses due to an accident.
Please consider my concerns. e
Sincerely, / ., .
Lynn Sandbank 27 44M

113 Warren St.-Somers, New York

IND111-2

IND111-3

IND111-4

IND111-1

IND111-2

IND111-3
IND111-4
IND111-5

IND-132

See the responses to comments FA4-1 and SA1-12.

Section 4.13 includes our assessment of potential cumulative impacts
associated with the proposed Project and other existing and reasonably
foreseeable projects, including those within FERC's jurisdiction.

See the response to comment SA4-9.
See the responses to comments LA23-21 and IND85-51.

See the response to comment LA1-10.

Individuals
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IND112-1

20140923-5000(29797008) . txt

jennifer Lauth, Buchanan, NY.
Please accept the fo'l'lowmg comments on the Draft Env1 ronmenta1 Impact Statement
("DEIS”) for the proposed Algonquin Incremental Market ('AIM") pipeline expansion
project (the “Pipeline”), particularly as it affects westchester and Putnam counties
in New York State. I urge the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission ('FERC™) to
withdraw the DEIS and take no further action on the application until all of the
matters included in these comments are addressed in a revised DEIS.
The United States Environmental Protection Agency (the "EPA") and the New York State
Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) define environmental justice as
the fair treatment and meaningful involvement of all people regardless of race,
color, national origin, or income with respect to the development, implementation,
and enforcement of environmental laws, regulations, and policies.
Fair treatment means that no group of people should bear a disproportionate share of
the negative environmental consequences resulting from industrial, governmental and
commercial operations or policies. Meaningful involvement means that people have an
opportunity to participate in decisions about activities that may affect their
environment and/or health; the public’s contribution can influence the regulatory
agencK s decision; their concerns will be considered in the decision making process;
a% the decision makers seek out and facilitate the involvement of those potentially
affected
The Peekskill Environmental Justice report Tooked at the following characteristics:

areas where a number of residents are living below the poverty Tline and/or
where minorities comprise more than 51.1 percent of the populatiol

urrent environmental burdens on Peekskill and surround1ng areas

comparative health status and adverse health effects
The study found_the fo‘l'low‘ln?
. Peekskill has a popuTation of approximately 25,000, with the majority of its
popuTatmn being African American or Latino.

Neighborhoods within a 12.5-mile radius of downtown Peekskill are home to at
'Ieast 2 hazardous waste handlers, 7 hazardous waste facilities, 19 solid waste
facilities, 27 major and minor air polluters, 87 industrial surface water sites, 20
municipal surface water sites, 15 toxic release facilities, 47 hazardous waste
handlers, and 23 toxic release sites. The majority of the toxic release sites,
hazardous waste, solid waste facilities and wastewater facilities are located in
predominant]y African-American communities.
. Health data comparing Peekskill to surrounding communities indicates that
pPeekskill has unusually high rates of asthma, including emergency room visits and
hospitalizations, respiratory cancers, death due to cardiovascular disease, and high
incidents of Tlow bi rtﬁ weight.
Impact of the AIM Pipeline Project
The AIM Project would have_adverse impacts on neighborhoods within a 12.5-mile
radius of downtown Peekskill, NY, an area already home to more than their fair share
of hazardous waste facilities. The adverse impacts on the environmental justice
communities associated with the construction of the pipeline would include the
temporary increases in dust, noise, and traffic from the_ construction and the
ongoing impacts on air quality once the pipeline is completed.
In westchester County, two census block groups crossed by the AIM Project have
minority [Impﬂatwons greater than the minority threshold but the DEIS lacks any
meaningful analysis of environmental justice issues. while the adverse environmental
impacts would occur a'Ion?_ the entire pipeline route the DEIS does not provide
sufficient analysis to effectively determine if the Project would result in a
disproportionately high and adverse impact on these minority and Tow-income
populations.
The absence of any meaningful analysis of the AIM Project’s impact on environmental
justice issues along the pipeline route deprived the public of a meaningfu
opportumty to comment, and failed to take the requisite hard Took at the proposed
pipeline's environmental impact. A full analysis of alternative routes and adequate
comment time_should be provided for any meaningful understanding of the impact upon
environmental justice communities. As a result, a revised DEIS must be prepared for
review and public comment to analyze the 1mpact on environmental justice issues
along the pipeline route.

Page 1

IND112-1
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See the responses to comments FA4-15, SA1-12, and LA9-16.
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R T — IND113-1 See the response to comment FA4-25.

INDII3-1|T am strongly opposed_to the AIM project. I am very concerned about the close
proximity of a natural gas Tine and a Nuclear Power Plant.
The_NRC and IPEC should be asked to do independent risk evaluations.
Explosions in natural gas pipelines are not rare and risking one near Indian Point
is unnecessary and dangerous.

Page 1
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IND114 — Susan Racine

FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION O R I G l N A L
ALGONQUIN INCREMENTAL MARKET PROJECT (DOCKET NO. CE, WF THE
A

Comments can b (1) lef with a FERC representative: (2) mailcd to the addresses below or (3) clecft® G0N
Please send one copy referenced to Docket No. WS 22 AR 29
CP14-96-000 1o the address below. - .

Eor Official Filing:

Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First Street, NE, Room 1A
Washington, DC 20426

COMMENTS: (PLEASE PRINT) (continue on back of page if necessary]
INDI114-1

IND114-1 See the response to comment FAB-1.

IND114-2 See the response to comment FA6-5.

Commentor's Name and Mailing Address (Please Pring)

48 Mt vedion St

—wat Lodlousy, MA 62133

! The C filing of Sec 18 Code of Federal Regulations 385.2001¢ax [x(iif) and whe
instructions on the Commission’s Intemet website at ftg:/wwew, forg, gov under the link to "Documents and Filings™ sod “gFjling.” ¢Filing
is a file attachment process and requires that you prepare your submission in the same manner a5 you would if filing on paper. and save it
to a filc on your hard drive. New cFiling users must first creae an account by clicking on “Sign up" or “eRegisier.™ You will be asked to
select the type of filing you are making. This filing is considercd a "Commient on Filing.” All comments submitted under eFiling are
placed in the public record for the specified docket or project numbe(s).
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Christine E11is, Montrose, NY.

INDIIS-1| T am writing to express my strong oposition to this proposal that is going to go

right through my neighborhood. I am very concerned with the disruption to my town
" or the next few years as_well as the danger of having this so close to a nuclear
INDIIS-2| power plant.

I cannot believe that you would propose this so close to school as
well as several ballfields. I will not vote for anyone who supports this and I am
very upset that it has made it this far.what a disgrace for you as a company.

Page 1

IND-136

IND115-1
IND115-2

Comment noted.

See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA1-9, and SA4-5.
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Andrea Armusewicz, Montrose, NY,.

High Consequence Area (HCA) is specific local where ‘inadvertent release’ would have
the most significant adverse consequences. Once IDed, operators are required to
dgvo%cg additional focus, efforts, and analysis 1in HCAs to ensure integrity of
pipeline.

HCA for Algonquin Pipeline is 844.9ft on either side of the pipeline from the Hudson
to intersection of washington st and Boulder Dr in Cortlandt, and from the eastern
edge of Blue Mountain to Lexington Ave in Yorktown. A1l other areas are NOT
designated as HCAs.

Buchanan-verplanck Elementary school is only 450ft from the pipeline, well within
HCA, as are numerous homes, houses of worship, and business.

At distance of 450ft rupture would result in a mortah‘t¥ rate of 100% within 90
seconds for unsheltered individuals, such as children playing on the B-v playground.
(source: Accufacts, Inc)

National Research Council and pipeline and Informed Planning Alliance (PIPA) both
caution against schools and other hard to evacuate facilities close to pipelines.
PIPA recommends enhanced fire protection for buildings.

Current emergency response protocol is to turn off pipeline valves, wait for gas to
burn off before initiating any rescue attempts.

- Will Algonquin commission (or reimburse the district for conducting) a transparent
and independent risk-analysis study along the lines of what is required by the
california Department of Education to determine the risks to a school in such close
proximity to a 42-inch high pressure natural gas pipeline (and Indian Point)?

- will Algonquin finance an independent Health Impact Assessment of this project?
Are those with respiratory issues like asthma at increased risk from this project?
Is it safe for children to be outside for recess or sports during the construction
period? will Spectra/Algonquin be sending notices to the homes of students, holding
public meetings or otherwise communicating the health impacts, or lack thereof?

- If the risk to schoolchildren is ignored, will the area of pipe ad;{acent to B-V be
designated as a “Class 4 High Consequence Area” for purposes of pipeline safety
regulations? what about other densely populated areas of westchester?

- Since B-V is already present, and the pipeline is being put in along a new route
450ft from the school, should the same PIPA guidelines for safe distances and
enhanced fire protection not apply? Is Algonquin willing to compensate the District
for such modifications if this new route 450ft from the school is approved?

Page 1
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Section 4.12.1 identifies class locations and HCAs for the Project. See also
the responses to comments FA4-25, SA1-9, SA4-5, SA4-10, IND84-7, and

FL8-2.
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Laurie Peeck, Tappan, NY.

I live near the Hudson River in Rockland County, and I am very concerned
with the proposed Algonquin Gas Transmission /Atlantic Bridge Project. T
find it incredible that the DEIS thinks there are no environmental
impacts. The DEIS must be revised and the following must be included:

1 The Atlantic Bridge Project must be comprehensively evaluated in
the DEIS. Failure to include the Atlantic Bridge Project impermissibly
segments envirconmental review.

2 FERC has identified information as missing from the DEIS that must

ficant environmental impacts. That include
crossing plan for the Catskill Agquedu and final co
potential safety-related conflicts with Indian Point

c¢lear plant.

3 The cumulative impacts must be fully evaluated. In addition to the
ic Bridge Project, including an evaluation cof the impacts

5/ ated with increased industrial gas extraction activities that will
be facilitated by the AIM Project, which will considerably expand natural
gas delivery capacity in the Northeast Region and therefore increase
demand for gas extraction.

Our civilization needs to be focused on creating sustainable, alternative
energy sources, not further extraction of fossil fuels.

Sincerely,

Laurie Peek

IND117-1

IND117-2

IND117-3

IND117-4

IND117-5

IND-138

The EIS does not state that “there are no environmental impacts." The
environmental impacts associated with the Project are disclosed throughout
the document, including temporary, short-term, long-term, and permanent
impacts. Significant impacts and mitigation measures are also described in
the EIS. See also the response to comment FA4-1.

See the response to comment FA3-5.

Section 4.3.2.1 has been revised to include additional information relative to
the crossing of the Catskill Aqueduct. See also the responses to comments
FA4-1 and FA4-25.

See the responses to comments FA3-5, FA4-24, and CO20-1.

Comment noted.

Individuals



IND118 — Bernard Vaughey

ZVitusZo-UuvZ Lonw EUT

IND118-1

TUMULL i iaL) D/ 40/ auis ii.=o.00 mo

Bernard Vaughey

215 Broadway

Verplanck, NY 10596-0277
September 22, 2014

Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First Street NE, Room 1A
Washington, DC 20426

RE: Algonquin Gas Transmission, LLC, Docket No. CP 14-96
Dear Secretary Bose:

Attached please find my letter of September 22, 2014 to New York State Assemblywoman Sandy Galef.
In this letter | express concerns | have about the need for a CORRECTED ultimate carrying capacity of the
proposed AIM pipeline project for any reports and analysis in the DEIS for this project.

I believe any reports or studies done using the capacity in the AIM DEIS are fundamentally flawed.

A gas industry news website, Natural Gas Intelligence (NGI), cites the benefits of the added 342

million cubic feet per day of the AIM project, expandable by 1.5 BILLION cubic feet per day

(Bcf/d), which would be OVER 3 Bef/d, versus the 1.73Bcf/d cited in the AIM DEIS.

The DEIS does not address added risk for the segment through New York that the Atlantic
Bridge project, the recently announced Access Northeast project, or any other project under
consideration will create.

If these reports are correct, Spectra could be more than doubling today’s approx. 1.4 Bef/d
capacity under the Hudson, to over 3 Bef/d in the not too distant future, perhaps by 2018.
The documents FERC has reviewed and published are for only 1.73 Bcf/d for November 2016.
How does that added capacity affect risk, safety and health factors? Again, any report, risk or
health analysis is flawed, as it can be outdated shortly.

These gas line projects do not materialize overnight. We, the People of the State of New York,
the people who are most at risk, need to know the end game plan for this facility through our
state, not just these piecemeal segments.

We, the people of the State of New York are at risk not only by Spectra/Algonquin’s pending
intentions, but also by FERC’s lack of vigilance in addressing these matters. These matters are
50 much in the mainstream that you can simply Google it. How can FERC overlook this
information? One would wonder if FERC is putting the industry’s interests ahead of the public’s
interests.

1|Page
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See the responses to comments FA3-5, SA2-2, and LA23-16.
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- sponses to comments SA2-2 and FL4-10.
IND118-2 | We DEMAND to know- what is the ultimate maximum designed carrying capacity of the IND118-2 See the resp
proposed 42-inch system.
IND118-3 | We demand that all reports, including, but not limited to the Hazards Analysis for Indian Point _
Nuclear power plants, address that ultimate carry capacity, that appears to be above 3 Bef/d IND118-3 See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA2-2, and FL4-10.
versus the 1.73 Bcf/d presented in the DEIS.

Please refer to the attached letter and attachments for further information.

Thank you for your consideration.

T

Bernard Vaughey

Atttachment — Letter to New York State Assemblywoman Sandy Galef (18)

2|Page
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Bernard Vaughey
N 215 Broadway
Verplanck, NY 10596

September 22, 2014

Assemblywoman Sandy Galef
District Office

2 Church Street

Ossining, NY 10562

RE: Need for corrected capacity of AIM pipeline for reports and analysis

Dear Assemblywoman Galef,

First, | would like to thank you for your strong support to compel FERC to withdraw the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) that FERC prepared, reviewed and published for
Spectra’s Algonquin Incremental Market (AIM) project, FERC case number CP 14-96. Your
comments at the 9/15/14 hearing in Cortlandt, as well as your appearance and supportive
comments at other meetings, is greatly appreciated.

We agree that there is a need for FERC to address the missing components of the DEIS. These
missing components include FERC's own comment of a Hazards Analysis, performed by Entergy
for the Indian Point Energy Center; Westchester County’s Board of Legislators resolution for
independent air emission baseline assessment; comprehensive Health Impact Assessment, and
a full Environmental Impact Statement in accordance with NYSEQRA.

I have grave concerns over the lack of required reports and analyses in the DEIS, submitted to
date. | have grave concerns about reports submitted with what appear to be incorrect or
flawed capacities that would, in turn, render any other capacity-based documents and
assessments flawed as well. It does not appear that Spectra/Algonquin is revealing the ultimate
scope of their planned system upgrades.

As has been discussed, the missing tests and reports, if they are actually now performed, will
themselves be flawed, due to a lack of correct capacity information used to formulate the
reports. As it appears now, these reports will only address AIM quantities, the 1.4 billion cubic
feet per day (Bcf/d) that Algonquin indicates passes under the Hudson, plus only the requested
330 million cubic feet per day (Mmcf/d) that the AlM project is requesting, or approximate 1,73

Bcf/d.

IND118-4

IND-141

See the responses to comments FA3-5, FA4-1, FA4-25, SA2-2, SA4-9, SA4-

10, and SA4-15.
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This figure is fundamentally flawed. 1 put the question to you: Why is a 75% increase in HP at

Stony Point, a 25% increase in the pipeline operating pressure, and a 200%-plus increase in pipe
area for the 26 inch line replacement pipe all needed to move just an additional 23% volume of
gas, 1.4 to 1.73 BCF/d? The pieces are now coming together:

A gas industry news website, Natural Gas Intelligence (NGI), cites the benefits of the added 342
million cubic feet per day of the AIM project, expandable by 1.5 BILLION cubic feet per day
(Bef/d). While that 1.5 Bef/d number exceeds the capacity of both of the gas lines currently
under the river and thru Indian Point, the number is not substantiated in the report. However,
other available information supports a number close to that, or at least a capacity that is many
times what Spectra is currently requested. Therefore, | believe this makes this DEIS and any
reports and analysis’ based upon only the additional requested 342,000 Dth/d flawed.

A good portion of that purported expansion capacity could be the Atlantic Bridge project, for
an additional 100,000 to in excess of 600,000 Dth/d , or 0.6 BCF/d of the 1.5 BCF/d expansion.
Algonquin has already publicized the Atlantic Bridge project, which will utilize the new 42 inch
AlM lines, and the Stony Point compressor, without any noted modification. it will pick up at
the end of the NY portion of the AIM project and replace the approximated 4 miles of pipeline
replacement deleted early in this project, and it will again increase compression at Southeast,
although the number is not published at this point.

The headline of another NGl article dated July 1, 2014, states that Spectra has plans to add
additional capacity, up to 1 Bef/d of power generation-dedicated capacity. News articles in the
past week from various websites refer to this as the Access Northeast project.

This appears to be segmentation. Is this legal? It would appear that this expansion is a series of
projects that are interrelated and effectively constitute a major project. A U.S. Court of Appeals
recently ruled that FERC impermissibly segmented the environmental review of another gas
project, per yet another NGl article dated 6/6/14.

Right now, the Hudson crossing, and by extension, the current lines thru Stony Point, Indian
Point, Cortlandt, Yorktown and Somers, carry approximately 1.4 Bef/d in 2014, According to
Spectra, this constitutes approximately 50 % of the natural gas delivered to the New England
region, supplying power generators, industrial, commercial and residential customers.

If the AIM project is approved, that number would increase to 1.73 Bef/d by November 1,
2016,

With the Atlantic Bridge project, and potential excess of 600,000 Dth/d, that quantity is
potentially approaching 2.3 bef/d by Nov. 1, 2017.

If the Access Northeast project materializes, as these others have, that will be another 1 Bef/d,
from the Spectra system, by 2018.

IND118-5

IND118-6

IND-142

See the responses to comments SA2-2 and FL4-10.

See the responses to comments FA3-5, SA2-2, and LA23-16.
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If these reports are correct, Spectra could be more than doubling today’s 1.4 Bcf/d capacity, to
over 3 Bf/d in the not too distant future, perhaps by 2018. The documents FERC has reviewed
and published are for only 1.73 Bcf/d,  How does that added capacity affect risk, safety and
health factors? Again, any report, risk or health analysis is flawed, as it can be outdated shortly.

These gas line projects do not materialize overnight. We, the People of the State of New York,
the people who are most at risk, need to know the end game plan for this facility through our
state, not just these piecemeal segments.

Algonquin/ Spectra cites and hides behind “Critical Energy Infrastructure information” , (CEN)
which makes system pressure and flows and other information privileged information, and is
therefore not released. While there is a time and a place for that security, in this case, not
providing that information is UNACCEPTABLE.

We, the people of the State of New York are at risk not only by Spectra/Algonquin’s pending
intentions, but also by FERC's lack of vigilance in addressing these matters. These matters are
so much in the mainstream that you can simply Google it. How can FERC overlook this
information? One would wonder if FERC is putting the industry’s interests ahead of the public’s
interests,

We DEMAND to know- what is the ul i designed carrying capacity of the
proposed 42-inch system and proposed and possible additional compression? By that | mean,
we must know the ultimate maximum safe operating capacity at which the 42-inch line would
potentially be allowed to operate, once all obstructions are removed, and the line is operating
at its maximum allowable pressure.

With the class of pipe specified, the welds, fittings, etc., is this 42-inch pipe line designed to
operate at some higher pressure, perhaps the 1400 Pounds per Square Inch Gauge (PSIG) at
which some other gas lines operate? Is this line / section only operating at 850 PSIG because
that is the maximum burst pressure the pipe can ultimately safely handle, or is it due to the
constraint caused by the remaining 26-inch line, limiting it to 850 PSIG? If it can at some near-
future point operate at a higher pressure, like the 1400 PSIG pressure, then that is the figure —
the 1400 PSIG - which should be used in the ultimate maximum design carrying capacity
calculations.

While this information could be provided by Spectra or FERC, it has not. Where is the
transparency? We need an independent analysis of this ultimate capacity calculation, for the
benefit of the People of the State of New York.

| respectfully request that you continue to demand that FERC address this capacity issue
immediately. The People of The State of New York deserve correct information inorder to
evaluate this project.

Until such time as this and other issues and outstanding reports are completely and properly
addressed, the entire DEIS process should be suspended.

IND118-7 See the responses to comments FA3-5, SA2-2, SA2-6, LA23-16, and FL4-
10.
IND118-8 See the response to comment SA2-2. Algonquin would be required to

request an increase in capacity through the FERC regarding its pipeli_nes.
Any potential future increase in MAOP of its pipeline would be required to
adhere to PHMSA's testing criteria to ensure safe operation of the pipeline.
At this time, it is speculative to assume whether Algonquin would ever
request to increase the MAOP of its pipeline. Our cumulative impacts
review of the currently planned (but not yet proposed) Atlantic Bridge
Project components does not include an increase in the MAOP of the 42-
inch-diameter pipeline. That project includes additional pipeline and
compression facilities to accommodate its additional volumes.

IND-143 Individuals
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IND118-9 See the responses to comments FA3-5, SA1-12, SA2-10, and LA23-16.

IND118-9 | Once all the information has been corrected, updated, barring any other problem issues, such
as segmentation, then, and only then, should the process be restarted, with appropriate
republishing of reports, public hearings and comment periods — and on a regular schedule, not
the accelerated schedule that Spectra requested, and appears to have been granted by FERC.

Thank you for your consideration of these concerns.

Sincerely,
Bernard M. Vaughey
Atts: 14 pages

Cc: Senator Charles Schumer
Senator Kirsten Gillibrand
Peter B. Harckham, Westchester County Board of Legislators
John Testa, Westchester County Board of Legislators
Linda Puglisi, Supervisor, Town of Cortlandt
Theresa Knickerbocker, Mayor, Village of Buchanan
Frank Catalina, Mayor, City of Peekskill

Daniel Riesel, Esq., , Sive, Paget & Riesel, P.C.

IND-144 Individuals
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The attachments to this letter are too voluminous to include in this EIS. They are available for viewing on
the FERC website at http://w ferc.gov.  Using the “cLibrary” link, select “General Search” from the
cLibrary menu, enter the selected date range and “Docket No.” excluding the last three digits (i.e., CP14-
96-000), and follow the instructions. TFor assistance please contact FERC Online Support at
FERCOnlineS .gov or toll free at 1-866-208-3676, or for TTY, contact 202-502-8659. The
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Laura Danna, Warrensburg, NY.
I am commenting on docket # CP14-96

INDI9-l|7he Algonguin Incremental Market (AIM) Pipeline Project Draft
Environmental Impact tement (DEIS) fails to show at this project
avoids significant environmental impacts. The proposed project crosses
39 bodies of water and 77 wetlands in New York state. The project is
[within the Hudson River walershed which supplies drinking water for New
York City. Leaks or spills would impact the Hudson River, the watershed
and drinking water for 9 million New York residents. I urge you to deny
approval of the AIM pipeline project because of the potential threat to
ocur drinking water. The right to safe drinking water should come before
the profits of Algonquin Gas Transmission.

INDI19-2|a1s0, the DEIS fails to include an additional upgrade to the pipeline

infrastructure, The Atlantic Bridge Project.

INDU19-3|Tn addition, the DEIS does not include the specific site crossing plan
for the Catskill Aqueduct and the conclusions regarding safety related to

Indian Point.

INDI194|The AIM project would facilitate increased natural gas extraction
activity. The DEIS does not evaluate the cumulative impact of this

increased gas extraction on our air, water, land, climate, and health.

IND119-5|The ATM pipeline project proposal should be rejected.

IND119-1

IND119-2
IND119-3

IND119-4
IND119-5

IND-146

See the response to comment FL2-5.

See the response to comment FA3-5.

Section 4.3.2.1 of the EIS has been revised to include additional information
relative to the crossing of the Catskill Aqueduct. See also the responses to
comments FA4-1 and FA4-25.

See the response to comment FA4-24.

Comment noted.
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ANNE KILEY, PULTENEY, NY. IND120-1 See the response to comment FA4-1.
IND120-1|The AIM pipeline project DEIS fails to evaluate significant envircnmental
-
SR IND120-2 See the response to comment FL4-11.
INDI1202|Our Lax dellars should be going toward subsidizing renewable energy
projects in crder to reduce and reverse climate change, NOT in supporting
fossil fuel energy pipelines and the environmental damage they do, from
removing trees and digging up forest land to build the pipeline in the
first pl , to cleaning up damage Lo soil and waler from the inevitable
IND120-3|Pipeline spills and possible explosions. Most, if not all, of the fossil IND120-3
fuel transported through this pipeline is for export; thus our tax
dollars are supporting the shareholders of this energy corporation:
ridiculcus, wasteful and unnecessary.

See the response to comment CO15-4.

INDI20-4|1 urge FERC to REJECT this pipeline request and all other pipeline
requests. IND120-4

Comment noted.
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Douglas Armusewicz, Montrose, NY.

We received some comments regarding the potential effect of the Project
on property values.

Landowners typically have the following concerns regarding potential
impacts on property values:

devaluation of property if encumbered by a pipeline easement; being the
responsible party for property

taxes within a peline easement; paying potential landowner insurance

IND121-1

premiums for Project-related

effects; and negative economic effects resulting from changes in land
use. Algongquin would acquire

easements for both Lhe temporary (construction} and permanent rights-of-
way where applicable. With the

exception of the West Roxbury Lateral, most of Lhe remaining pipeline

segments would be installed

within Algonquin’s existing right-of-y
AIM project pipeline segments are

a replacement of existing pipeline in the same location ( this is not a
replacement it is an expansion from 26 inches to 42 inches) and would not
be encumbered by a new pipeline easement. Also, the majority of the West
Roxbury Lateral would be located within streets or public

property and, therefore, would not require a pipeline easement on
individual properties. Most of the

aboveground facilities would be modified within an existing facility
owned by Algenguin. Algonquin

would compensate the landowners for any new easements, the temporary loss
of land use, and any

damages. In addition, affected landowners who believe that their property
values have been negatively

impacted could appeal to the local tax agency for reappraisal and
potential reduction of taxes. The AIM

Project would not negatively impact property values outside of the
pipeline rights-of-way or aboveground

facility boundaries.

ay. Further, the majority of the

Regarding the potential for insurance premium adjustments associated with
pipeline proximity,

insurance advisors consulted on other natural gas projects reviewed by
the FERC indicated that pipeline

infrastructure does not affect homeowner insurance rates (FERC, 2008). As
such, we find that

homeowners’ insurance rates are unlikely to change due to construction
and cperation of the proposed

Project.

- Will FERC provide assurance from the Federal Housing Administration and
the Federal Housing Finance Agency on behalf of all government organized
or sponsored residential mortgage en es that residential mortgages
will be and will remain federally insured in or near the path of the
project?

IND121-1

IND-148

Economic impacts associated with the Project, including property values, are
discussed in section 4.9.8 of the EIS. See also the responses to comments
LA5-25, LA23-21, and IND85-51.

Individuals
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-Will Spectra Energy/Algonquin Gas be held responsible and willing to pay
for any increases in homecwner’s insurance premiums due to proximity to
expanded pipeline?

-What happens if Insurance carriers refuse to insure homes or business in
close proximity to the pipeline, will Spectra Energy/Algonguin Gas have
their insurance carrier issue policies to affected persons or businesses?

IND-149
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agh, ining, NY.
To: Ms. Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary

RE: Algonquin Incremental Market Project
ccket # CPl4-96

I oppose the expansion of the Algonguin pipeline and compressor stations
for a number of reasons including:

= I attended a public hearing at the Cortlandt Community Center on
September 15th and was appalled to learn that the DEIS on this project
contains many, many incomplete and misleading responses. These included
the fact that the impact on the Indian Pcint Nuclear Power station has
not been finished; the distances te schools and public gathering spaces
has not been adeguately measured; disruption to park areas, ie., Blue
Mountain Reservation, containing regional natural resources has been
misrepresented as being on the border of the property when it in fact
cuts through the park.

e It has not been made clear that proposed expansicn is for any
purpose other than corporate profit at the expense of public well being.
- Compressor stations emit toxins that have been identified as such
by the federal government and pose severe health risks for citizens
living nearby.

< The area already lives with the risk of the nuclear power plant in
our backyards and the possibility of toxic leaks or explosions. The
pipeline will be in close proximity to this facility and the results of
an accident are an unknown risk that should not be borne by area
residents, or in fact, any member of our society.

- ossil fuel technologies are 19th century technologies and

ment attention and funding should be spent on cleaner and more
ent technologies. (Fracking is a technology that leaves behind a
toxic legacy for residents of an area long after the corporate profit has
been spent elsewhere}.

& The burden of risk of this investment project should be borne by
shareholders and yet the reality is that the true risk of this investment
is borne by the taxpaying residents whose health and assets are on the
line,

IND122-1

IND122-2
IND122-3
IND122-4

IND122-5

IND122-6

IND-150

See the responses to comments FA4-1 and FA4-25. We believe the
distances to schools have been accurately measured. Blue Mountain
Reservation is discussed in section 4.8.5.1 of the EIS and the location of
the route with respect to the Blue Mountain Reservation is shown in the
appendix B facility maps (page 3 of 5 of the Stony Point to Yorktown
Take-Up and Relay segment).

Section 1.1 of the EIS discusses the purpose and need for the Project.
See the responses to comments SA4-1 and SA4-9.

See the response to comment FA4-25.

See the responses to comments FA4-24 and FL4-11.

Comment noted.
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8 Barrie, Ghent, NY. IND123-1 See the responses to comments FA6-5 and SA1-12.

INDI23-1 [ Please revise the DEIS and reissue it for public review and comment.

CP14-96-000
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Peekskill, New York
September 3, 2014,

Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary 2
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission * - ¥
888 First Strect NE, Room 1
Washington, DC 20426

ne 438 1

g PR T e

RE:  Algonquin lngremental Markel (“AIM”) I’ruject
FERCDocket No. CP 14-96-00 <o

)
al

"% 3éar Siéﬁrcmniy B<o§e:v

Pleasc accept the ‘fol'lxo ental Tnipact Statement
(“DEIS”) for the proj ; IM). pliellne expansion
project (the Pl‘pelu,w cula gas it affects W&stuhc er.and Putnam ¢ ounucs in New
York State. I urgeith Fe;ietal Ene gy Regu latory | Comn’hsmon (“IFH{("')

DEIS and take no fw
comments are addms

. ; 0 Lo )
Vv el xmacwwwwﬂmww
U%WWMWMMWJ
QM&M&MAM%WU,@JJCM
bw&'?w ols Wed LA oo r”cwo

fo.f@u,c//"» W

E RN 5 e 88

IND124-1

IND-152

See the response to comment SA4-5.
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Peekskill, New York
September 3, 2014

Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary .3
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission i -
888 First Street NE, Room 1
Washington, DC 20426
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RE: Algonquin Incremental Market (“AIM”) Project:
FERC Docket No. CP 14-96-00

R

Dear Secretary Bose:

Please accept the following comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(“DEIS”) for the d Al in I ! Market (“AIM”) pipeline expansion
project (the “Pipeline™), larly as it affects Wi and Putnam counties in New
York State. I urge the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (“FERC”) to withdraw the
DEIS and take no further action on the application until all of the matters included in these
comments are addressed in a revised DEIS.
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NDI125-2)

ND125-3

IND125-1

IND125-2

IND125-3

IND-153

Natural gas transmission pipelines are necessary to provide gas to local
distribution companies and industrial users; there are many natural gas
transmission pipelines operating safely in urban areas, including the

existing Algonquin system. See also the response to comment SA4-5.

Comment noted. The Lower Hudson River in the Project vicinity is listed
impaired for PCBs and other toxics from contaminated sediments. A
discussion of potential impacts and mitigation specific to the Hudson River
is found in section 4.3.2.6 of the EIS.

See the response to comment FA4-25.
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Ms. Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First St, N.E.

‘Washington, D,C. 20426

Re:  Docket CP14-96 - Algonquin/Spectra Gas Transmission, LLC =

Dear Secretary Bose:

IND125-4) T respectfully request that the Commission consider the impact of the proposed new
pipeline “loop” through the Hamlet of Verplanck and expanded pipeline through the Town of
Cortlandt, New York, and reject this project.

Several large energy and industrial facilities p ly exist in proximity to the site of the
proposed Algonquin landfall in Verplanck: Indian Point Nuclear Reactors 1, 2 & 3; Continental
Gypsum Plant; RESCO garbage burning facility; power facilities in Stony Point and Haverstraw,
NY; and, the 1,000 MW Champlain-Hudson power cable, which FERC recently approved.
Massive quantities of power, energy, and pollution are concentrated in a very small area of our
community right now. How much more can onc sniall community safely accommodate?

IND125-5]

Algonquin’s route is :ptably dang Within a mile from the proposed route you
will find several schools, churches, and thousands of private homes. An explosion of a gas line
of this magnitude in our area would be catastrophic. Our volunteer fire department is not
equipped to handle such a disaster. The proposed pipeline will run under high voltage power
lines, numerous fault lines, and close to what is praposed by West Point Partaers - a high voltage
power converter station and 1,000 MW buried cable on the same property,

INDIZS»ﬁl

IND125-7]

IND125-8 This project will substantially impact all who reside along the existing smaller gas line as
this project cuts across Westch County to Cs icut and beyond. There is no indicated

benefit to the residents of the State of New York. Please reject the application as it has been
gmsan:gg,‘

lezs-vl Othe; ments:

" v
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IND125-5
IND125-6
IND125-7
IND125-8

IND125-9
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See the responses to comments LA8-1 and LA8-5.

See the response to comment SA4-5.
See the responses to comments LA1-4 and LA1-9.
See the responses to comments SA7-4 and SA4-2.

The purpose and need for the Project are discussed in section 1.1 of the
EIS. Local economies in which the facilities lie would benefit from tax
revenue and short-term local expenditures during construction, as
discussed in section 4.9.9 of the EIS.

See the response to comment SA4-5.
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CPH-9e
RADOW LAW PLLC

e
33322

17 Nortit CHATSWORTIN AVENUE
Larcnvont, Nkw York 105:

4 OLLIRd

WWWHABOWLAWLONM

ENRADOWBADOWLAWCOM

SEPTEMBER 15,2014

KIMBERLY D. BOSE, SECRETARY

FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION
888 FIRST STREET NE, ROOM 1A

WASHINGTON, DC 20426

RE: COMMENTS TO THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT ISSUED BY THE
FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION (FERC) ON THE ALGONQUIN

INCREMENTAL MARKET (AIM) PIPELINE

LADIES AND GENTLEMEN:

I LIVE, PRACTICE LAW AND PAY TAXES IN NEW YORK. MY PUBLISHED RESEARCH
ON RISK ALLOCATION AND THE FINANCIAL IMPACTS TO PROPERTY FROM
UNCONVENTIONAL GAS DRILLING OPERATIONS HAS BEEN SOURCED AND CITED BY THE
NEW YORK TIMES AND OTHER NATIONALLY RECOGNIZED PUBLICATIONS.

IND126-1

FOR REASON EXPLAINED BELOW, THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
STATEMENT ISSUED BY FERC WITH RESPECT TO. ALGONQUIN GAS TRANSMISSION, LLC’S
PROPOSED PIPELINE EXPANSION THROUGH NEW YORK’S DENSELY POPULATED
RESIDENTIAL NEIGHBORHOODS FAILS TO ADEQUATELY ADDRESS RISKS AND IMPACTS
TO PROPERTY SAFETY AND PROPERTY VALUE.

THE E.LS. IN THE ONE PARAGRAPH IT DEVOTES TO PROPERTY VALUES (AT PAGE
4-188) STATES THAT “THE MAJORITY OF THE AIM PROJECT PIPELINE SEGMENTS ARE A
REPLACEMENT OF EXISITNG PIPELINE IN THE SAME LOCATION AND WOULD NOT BE
ENCUMBERED BY A NEW PIPELINE EASEMENT.” FERC CONCLUDES, “THE AIM
PROJECT WOULD NOT NEGATIVELY IMPACT PROPERTY VALUES OUTSIDE THE
PIPELINE RIGHTS-OF-WAY OR ABOVEGROUND FACILITY BOUNDARIES.” THE FACT
THAT AN EXPANDED PIPELINE CAN FIT INTO AN EXISITING PIPELINE EASEMENT FAILS
TO ESTABLISH THAT THIS PROJECT WILL NOT AFFECT PROPERTY VALUE. PROPERTY
VALUE WILL BE IMPACTED BY RISK FACTORS WHICH WERE NOT CONSIDERED HERE.

IN FACT, THIS PROJECT WOULD INVOLVE THE UNPRECEDENTED RELACEMENT IN
THIS REGION OF 26” PIPES WITH 42” HIGH PRESSURE PIPES WHICH WILL GREATLY
EXPAND THE GEORGRAPHIC AREA AND MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT FROM A PIPELINE
RUPTURE OR EXPLOSION. IN ADDITION, NEW 42” PIPES WILL BE INSTALLED IN NEW
RIGHTS-OF-WAY RUNNING PAST THE HISTORIC ST. PATRICK’S CHURCH, 450 FEET FROM

IND126-1

IND-155

Economic impacts associated with the Project, including property values, are
discussed in section 4.9.8 of the EIS. See also the responses to comments
LA23-21 and IND85-51. Further, the article referenced repeatedly supports
the EIS conclusion that insurance rates would not be affected (the article
contains quotes from insurance companies and a state insurance agency that
a natural gas pipeline would not change insurance categories or rates).

Individuals
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INDI26-1
(cont'd)
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Page 2.

BUCHANAN-VERPLANCK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL AND NEAR MANY HOMES. ACCORDING
TO THE PIPELINE SAFETY TRUST, DEVELOPMENT OF LARGE PIPES INCREASES RISKS TO
NEIGHBORHOODS AND BUSINESSES LOCATED NEAR THE PIPES; AND FURTHER, THAT A
PAST PERFORMANCE RECORD CANNOT PREDICT THE OUTCOMES ASSOCIATED WITH
DIFFERENT FUTURE RISKS. THE FACT THAT THE E.LS. [GNORES THE INTER-
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE NEW RISKS AND FAIR MARKET PROPERTY VALUE
UNDERSCORES A CRITICAL DEFICIENCY IN THIS REPORT: ONE THAT NEEDS TO BE
ADDRESSED AND RESOLVED. ATTACHED IS A REPORT BY PIPELINE EXPERT RICHARD
KUPREWICZ WHICH ADDRESSES THE USE OF 42” INCH HIGH PRESSURE TRANSMISSION
PIPES THROUGH A POPULATED REGION, AMONG OTHER THINGS, MR. KUPREWICZ
STATES THAT EMERGENCY RESPONSE SHOULD NOT BE USED AS A STRATEGY TO
ADDRESS POOR SITING OF A PIPELINE.' MR. KUPREWICZ’S OBSERVATIONS BEAR
SPECIAL ATTENTION TO THIS PROPOSED PROJECT SINCE THE EXISTING PIPES WILL NOT
BE MOVED; THEY WILL BE EXPANDED FROM 26” TO 42°AND ADDED ONTO. GIVEN THE
POPULATION DENSITY IN THE REGION AND THE POTENTIAL COST TO LIFE AND
PROPERTY VALUE, ACCIDENT PREVENTION IS THE ONLY ACCEPTABLE SOLUTION.

DESPITE THE NEWLY INTRODUCED RISKS, THE E.LS. RELIES ON AN UNIDENTIFIED
2008 FERC REPORT (AT PAGE 4-188) WHEN IT CONCLUDES “THAT HOMEOWNERS’
INSURANCE RATES ARE UNLIKELY TO CHANGE DUE TO THE CONSTRUCTION AND
OPERATION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT.” TN ADDITION, THE E.LS. FAILS TO MENTION
THE IMPACTS OF THESE EXPANDED HIGH PRESSURE PIPELINES ON RESIDENTIAL
MORTGAGE FINANCING.

INSURANCE PREMIUMS AND MORTGAGE UNDERWRITING, LIKE MARKET VALUE,
ARE IMPACTED BY RISK FACTORS. FERC’S RELIANCE ON THE UNIDENTIFIED 2008 FERC
REPORT WITHOUT DISCLOSING THE RISKS ADDRESSED IN THAT REPORT UNDERMINES
FERC’S CONCLUSION OF “NO IMPACT ON INSURANCE PREMIUMS” AND POTENTIALLY
SACRIFICES NEW YORKERS’ POCKETBOOKS AND SAFETY IN ORDER TO EXPEDITE THIS
PROJECT.

CONTRARY TO FERC’S CONCLUSION, THE PIPELINE SAFETY TRUST STATED IN
JULY 2014 THAT “RECENT ANECDOTAL EVIDENCE SUGGESTS THAT INSURANCE
UNDERWIRITERS ARE REACTING TO THE PRESENCE OF TRANSMISSION LINES NEAR
RESIDENTIAL PROPERTIES AND RAISING RATES, OR IN SOME INSTANCES, SUGGESTING
THAT INSURANCE MIGHT NOT BE AVAILABLE FOR A NEW BUYER OF A PROPERTY
WHERE A TRANSMISSION LINE WAS RECENTLY CONSTRUCTED.” > A HOME WITHOUT
HOMEOWNERS’ INSURANCE CANNOT QUALIFY FOR A MORTGAGE.?

THIS PROPOSED EXPANSION IS BEING INTRODUCED BY ALGONQUIN IN
INCREMENTAL STAGES WHICH WILL AVOID AN ANALYSIS OF ITS CUMULATIVE
IMPACTS ON PROPERTY VALUE AND OTHERWISE, UNLESS FERC INTERVENES.

* Richard B. Kuprewicz, Commentary on the Risk Analysis for the Proposed Emera Brunswick Pipeline Through Saint John, NB,
QOctober 18, 2006 (Report is submitted herewith).
? Mark Hand, Pa. landowners scramble to learn how pipeline projects affcct insurance coverage, July 25, 2014

0l i Article.aspx?edid=A-28713889-11046 (Article is submitted herewith).
% See, generally, Federal Housing Administration (FHA) mortgage iting guidelines which require

insurance.
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IND126 — Elisabeth Radow (cont’d)
Page 3.
b126.1 | ACCORDING TO THE 10-K FILED WITH THE SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION BY

(cont'd)

ALGONQUIN’S OWNER, SPECTRA ENERGY PARTNERS, ITS PIPELINES, FACILITIES AND
EQUIPMENT ARE EXPOSED TO DAMAGE FROM HURRICANES, FLOODS, FIRES AND OTHER
NATURAL DISASTERS. IN ADDITION, NOTWITHSTANDING THE PROPOSED EXPANSION’S
CLOSE PROXIMITIY TO THE CONFLUENCE OF INDIAN POINT NUCLEAR POWER PLANT, A
GEOLOGICAL FAULT LINE AND POTENTIAL HIGH VOLTAGE ELECTRICAL LINES, NEW
YORKERS CAN EXPECT FEWER PIPELINE INSPECTIONS BECAUSE OF REPORTED BUDGET
CUTS. IT IS NOT AT ALL CLEAR THAT THE THREE NEW PROPOSED PIPELINE INSPECTORS
TASKED IN THE E.LS. WITH INSPECTING ACROSS MULTIPLE STATES WILL SUPPLY THE
PEOPLE-POWER NECESSARY TO ADEQUATELY IDENTIFY ADVERSE CONDITIONS BEFORE
THEY RIPEN INTO CASUALTIES. IN SUM, THIS PROJECT HAS THE MAKINGS OF A PERFECT
FINANCIAL STORM. YET, NO SECTION IN THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
ADDRESSES SPECTRA’S INSURANCE COVERAGE OR FINANCIAL ABILITY TO HANDLE
THE RISKS INTRODUCED BY THIS PROPOSED PROJECT.

THE 2013 10-KS OF SPECTRA ENERGY PARTNERS AND SPECTRA’S GENERAL
PARTNER, SPECTRA ENERGY CORP,, EACH CITE HAZARDS AND RISKS INHERENT IN
SPECTRA’S OPERATIONS, SUCH AS LEAKS AND EXPLOSIONS, AMONG OTHER THINGS--
RISKS THAT COULD RESULT IN SIGNIFICANT INJURY, LOSS OF LIFE, SIGNIFICANT
DAMAGE TO PROPERTY AND ENVIRONMENTAL POLLUTION; PARTICULARLY
SIGNIFICANT NEAR POPULATED REGIONS.* YET, SPRECTRA CONFIRMS IT IS NOT FULLY
INSURED AGAINST ALL OF THESE RISKS AND LOSSES; AND THAT SHOULD ANY OF
THESE RISKS AND LOSSES MATERIALIZE, THEY COULD HAVE AN ADVERSE EFFECT ON
THE COMPANY’S FINANCIAL CONDITION.

IF HOMEOWNERS’ INSURANCE EXCLUDES PIPELINE IMPACTS FROM COVERAGE
BY LINKING THEM TO COMMERCIAL ACTIVITY AND SPECTRA ENERGY ISN’T FULLY
INSURED FOR ITS COMMERCIAL OPERATIONS, THEN WHO IS GOING TO PICK UP THE TAB
IF SOMETHING GOES WRONG?

THIS PROPOSED PROJECT EXPOSES NEW YORK RESIDENTS IN THE EXPANSION
REGION AND THEIR RESIDENTIAL PROPERTY INVESTMENT TO UNDER-INSURED,
UNPRECEDENTED INDUSTRY-GENERATED RISKS. IN ADDITION, NEW YORK'S
TAXPAYERS COULD BECOME THE GUARANTORS OF SPECTRA’S CASUALTIES. DESPITE
FERC’S ROLE TO FURTHER COMMERCE, IN LIGHT OF THE UNADDRESSED RISKS
RELATED TO THIS PROPOSED EXPANSION, FERC IS URGED TO REJECT THIS PROJECT
BECAUSE IT WOULD BENEFIT SPECTRA WHILE PLACING AN UNLIMITED AND
UNJUSTIFIABLE FINANCIAL BURDEN FOR SPECTRA’S FAILED OPERATIONS ON NEW
YORK HOMEOWNERS AND TAXPAYERS.

THANK YOU FOR YOUR CONSIDERATION.
RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED,

Connpetic 1L Kaclow”

* See Spectra Energy Partners’ 2013 10-K at page 29; available at:

http:// Energy Parmers_D /SEP_AR__|OK_2013.pdf
and Spectra Energy Corp.’s 2013 10K at page 29; available at

h i ix.htmi?c=204494& p=irol-sec#9302672
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The attachments to this letter are too voluminous to include in this EIS. They are available for viewing on
the FERC website at http://www ferc.gov. Using the “cLibrary™ link, select “General Search™ from the
eLibrary menu, enter the selected date range and “Docket No.” excluding the last three digits (i.e., CP14-
96-000), and follow the instructions. For assistance please contact FERC Online Support at
FERCOnlineSupport@lerc.gov or toll free at 1-866-208-3676, or for TTY, contact 202-502-8659. The
Category/Accession number for this submittal is 20140924-0034.
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FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION
ALGONQUIN INCREMENTAL MARKET PROJECT (DOCKET No. CP14-96-000)

Comments can be: (1) lelt with & FERC representative; (2) mailed to the addresses below or (3) electronically filed!.

Please send one copy referenced to Docket No. ey
CP14-96-000 to the address below. Mﬁw

o0 POERANO
Posecd

For Official Filing:

Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First Street, NE, Room 1A
Washington, DC 20426

COMMENTS: (PLEASE PRINT) [continue on back of page if necessary]
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! The Commission encourages electronic filing of comments. See 18 Code of Federal Regulations 385.2001(a)(1)(ii) and lse
iistructions on the Commission's Internet website ac htep:/fwww.fere.gov under the link to “Documents and Filings” and “cFiling." eFiling
is a file attachment process and requires that you prepare your submission in the same manner as you would if Fling on paper, and save it
t0 4 file on your hard drive. New eFiling users must first create an account by clicking on up” or "eRegister.” You will be asked 10
select the type of filing you are making. This filing is considered a “Comment on Filing.” All comments submitted under cFiling are
placed in the public record for the specified docket or project nuicher(s).
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The AIM Project does not include any new or expanded pipeline in Rhode
Island. The only Project component in Rhode Island is the expansion of
the existing Burrillville Compressor Station.

One or more shippers on the AIM Project serve markets in Rhode Island.
Algonquin, not taxpayers, bears responsibility for leaks on its system.
See the response to comment CO15-4.

Economic benefits of the Project are discussed in section 4.9.9 of the EIS.
Taxes generated from the operation of the Project would result in annual
tax revenue increases for the affected communities. See also the response
to comment LA1-10.
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IND127-6

IND127-7

IND127-8

IND127-9

IND127-10

IND127-11

The Project does not include an increase in pressure on any of the existing
pipelines.

See the response to IND71-1. Production and the use of chemical additives
for fracking is an industry not regulated by the FERC and is outside the
scope of this EIS. Commentors may seek this information from the
appropriate state agency responsible for authorizing these facilities.

As discussed in section 4.9.1 of the EIS, Algonquin anticipates that about 15
to 76 percent of the construction workers would be local hires, depending on
the type of activity (i.e., HDD crossings). Algonquin would add three full-
time permanent workers for the operation of the proposed and modified
facilities.

See the response to comment CO29-3 for additional information regarding
compressor station noise. See the responses to comments SA4-1 and SA4-9
for additional information regarding air emissions and emission impact
analyses.

See the response to comment IND127-2.

Table 2.4-1 of the EIS presents the preliminary construction schedule for
each segment. Algonquin is responsible for the costs of the Project.
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IND128-1

IND128-2

IND128-3

IND128-4

COMMENTS ON ALGONQUIN INCREMENTAL MARKET PROJECT, THE
8-16-14 DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT (CP14-96-000)
(Submitted 9-16-14 by Liberty Goodwin, 32 Bayard St., Providence, RT 02906)

This project has effects not limited to the Burrillville area — or even Rhode Istand. Tt is ticd to many
important issues, including the problems with fracking, the direction of our economy and cnergy
system, the kind of country we arc becoming and our place on the planet. Here arc some of my very
real concerns:

COST: The cost of fossil fuels is huge & hidden. We pretend the cost is just that at the pump (or in
our monthly gas bill, We ignore the other costs: those of damage to health, air, water, ctc. We don’t
count the costs of futurc lawsuits, as Texas has learned or of environmental remediation & health care
expense. Even without climate change, the cost of pollution would be quite enough reason to stop what
we’re doing. A wise saying gocs: Insanity Is Doing the Same Thing — And Expecting Different Results.
POLLUTION & HEALTH: “Clean” natural gas? Which would that be? Formaldehyde, benzenc,
toluene, ethylbenzene, xylene, hydrogen disulfide, carbon monoxide(CQ), carbon dioxide (CO,), sulfur
dioxide (S0O,),methane (C11,)??? Why have people stuck their heads in gas ovens sccking suicide, if
natural gas is so “clean™ When the hundreds of gallons of toxic chemicals used in the fracking
process are added in — do you really feel comfortable with this ridiculous mantra? Can you really
belicve that all this stuff just goes “away™? Where is that? Not on this planet! Another thoroughly
misleading cliché is “the dose makes the poison”. Yes, if you want instant keeling over dead.
Otherwise, minimal amounts of toxins, especially multiple sources combined, arc clearly responsible
for our huge increases in chronic diseases like cancer and many more. And it is an admitted fact that
compressor plants regularly vent gases into nearby ncighborhoods, as part of normal operation — never
mind the chance of leaks or accidents. eople in this arca arc alrcady reporting illness associated with
the current installation.

ECONOMY: Billions of dollars for a technology that is on the way out is not a healthy economic
choice. So much more is at stake than just the pipeline. We uscd to be in the forefront of desirable
change, now we lag behind. We are giving up leadership of 21% century innovation, of industries of the
future, by wasting our money on same old dirty, unhealthy, costly (for years after use) energy
production. Other countries arc (wiscly), rushing forward to reap the bencfits of renewable options.
This is not just your familiar solar panels, but a host of new inventions that utilize wind, solar, biomass,
and much more — especially solar storage means (my own husband is involved with that). And there
arc simple, relatively inexpensive choices available right now — photovoltaic arrays in always sunny
parking lots, for example. We need to again put our money in the future, not in the debris of the past.

ABOUT AMERICA: Tinally, there is far more at stake here than health, environment, money. The
American Dream has always been about more than a job, nice house, education, vacation etc. The
Dream was of a government of, by and for the People. And, more and more, that dream is facing.
More and more, we sce corporate & moneyed interests taking control of our government and regulatory
agencies. The fox is running several henhouses. And we see the public good oo ofien thrust aside by
those charged with defending it. Citizens United was only one shift of rights and power to corporate
entities — who are NOT people. People have hearts, souls and conscience.Act now as people, stop
fracking monster and its tributaries before it destroys any more of our land, waler, air, and faith in the
United States of America. Choose to follow the Dream, not be a party to bringing forth the Nightmare.

Blessings,
Liberty Goodwin
libertyliterary{@yvahoo.com

IND128-1
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Comment noted. See also the response to comment FL2-2.

See the responses to comments SA4-1, SA4-9, SA4-10, and CO14-54 for
additional information regarding compressor station, fugitive and non-
routine emissions, and emission impact analyses.

Comment noted. See the response to comment CO7-5.

Comment noted.
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NATURAL GAS COMPRESSOR STATION HAZARDS
http://fracdallas.org/docs/compressorstations.html (EXCERPTS) \

The possibilities for health, safety or environmental harm resulting from natural gas compressor
stations are many and serious. Some of these include explosions and fires, leaks and spills, fugitive
emissions of volatile organic compounds (VOCs) and nitrogen oxides (NOx), as well as other
potential exposure threats. While all of these types of hazards have been well documented
nationwide the most prevalent, by far, is the intentional or accidental release of VOCs and NOx, but
all possible threats need to be considered when allowing compressor stations to operate, especially
when in close proximity to homes, places of employment or playgrounds, as well as environmentally
sensitive locales such as near water resources or agricultural production areas.

A recent study of the Barnett Shale reported that VOC and NOX emissions from gas production
exceeded the emissions from all on-road mobile vehicles in the Dallas-Fort Worth metropolitan region
(Armendariz 2009). Natural gas production also emits greenhouse gases including carbon dioxide
(C0O2) and methane (CH4), which is the primary component of natural gas. The Barnett Shale study
estimated that greenhouse gas emissions from gas development were equivalent to the emissions
from two 750 megawatt coal power plants. There are several other studies that have investigated
both the total emissions (TCEQ 2011; WRAP 2011) and local air quality impacts (TCEQ 2010; PDEP
2010, 2011a, 2011b) of gas production.

The types of VOCs and NOx that are commonly emitted in venting (uncontrolled or controlled
releases of gases to prevent blowouts), flaring (the burning of vented gases) or fugitive emissions
(uncontrolled and largely unmonitored) include formaldehyde, benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene,
xylene, hydrogen disulfide, carbon monoxide(CO), carbon dioxide (CO,), sulfur dioxide
(SO2),methane (CHs), and other compounds or elements that are toxic, carcinogenic or neurotoxic,
and which are prone to causing major adverse health effects in humans and animals.

Peer-reviewed scientific studies on these emissins and their health effects on humans have been
published by numerous sources including The Endocrine Disruption Exchange, which also produced
a separate study on Male Reproductive System Problems from exposure to endocrine disruptors.
These important studies demonstrate why limiting natural gas exploration and production activities
near inhabited areas is essential to good human health. A recently released peer-reviewed study by
the University of Colorado's Colorado School of Public Health entitled Human Health Risk
Assessment of Air Emissions from Development of Unconventional Natural Gas Resources reveals
the elevated risk levels for certain major health threats for people living within close proximity of
natural gas exploration and production sites, and should serve as a waming that natural gas
production is not compatible with neighborhoods or other places where people gather for work,
recreation or other purposes.

Quoting from a General Motors white paper on compressor station leak detection, "At a compressor
or booster station two main processes typically take place: (1) Gas compression is performed in order
to ensure the natural gas flowing through a pipeline remains pressurized and (2) gas chilling/cooling,
which reduces the gas temperature. Both processes subject gas compressor equipment to high
stresses. Vibration and heat from nearby machinery, for example, can produce cracks on seals and
flanges. Hydrogen sulfide, liquids, and undesirable particles in the natural gas stream can corrode
pipelines and degrade components. Over time, prolonged exposure to these elements invariably
leads to component failure and possibly to leaks of combustible material. Early detection of
dangerous compressor gas leaks is critical to help mitigate the risk of fire in volatile locations."
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EXPLOSIONS AND FIRES: Below is a partial listing of recent compressor complex explosions and
fires in the United States, some involving injuries or fatalities. Crosstex Pipeline, Godley, TX, Nov 18.
2008 , Energy Transfer Partners, Madison County, TX, Jan 17, 2013. Copano Energy in Jim Wells
County, TX, September 6, 2012, Wiliams Energy, Lanthrop, PA March 29, 2012, Bill Barrett
Corporation, Carbon County, UT, Nov. 22, 2012 - Two injured (severe burns), Artemas Compressor
Station, Mann Township, Bedford County, PA, Houston-based Columbia Gas Transmission, Nov 3,
2011, Pinon Compression Station (BP), Durango, CO June 25, 2012 - 1 killed, 2 injured, Falcon
natural gas compressor station, Jonah Field, WY, Dec 7, 2011

FUGITIVE EMISSIONS, VENTING AND FLARING: Whether intentional, automatic (as in safety
operations to prevent blowouts and explosions) or accidental, the release into the air of BTEX
(benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene and xylene), formaldehyde, hydrogen disulfide, methane, pentane,
pentene, butane, propane or other harmful hydrocarbon gases or liquids is a major hazard to human,
animal and plant health that must be strictly regulated and controlled. Costs for such regulation and
control should be borne by those seeking to profit from the exploration and production of natural gas
who typically deny that their operations are the sources for these pollutants even when shown
documented proof. The majority of these pollutants are invisible to the naked eye, but there is a large
volume of infra-red video available that demonstrates release of these pollutants is a constant threat
from wellheads, valves, fittings, couplings, pipelines, lift compressors, line compressors, condensate
tanks, produced water storage tanks, separators, distillers, dehydrators and just about every other
component of the systems necessary to extract, produce, refine and transport natural gas.

LEAKS AND SPILLS: Regardless of the precautions taken by the natural gas industry to prevent
spills and leaks they still occur on an all-too-frequent basis resulting in environmental pollution and
potential health threats to humans, animals and plants. These leaks and spills are a threat to clean
air, water and soil, thereby jeopardizing irreplaceable resources needed for human survival. While the
oil and gas industry is quick to tell you that what they do is safe, the fact remains that there are very
many documented cases of leaks and spills of hydrocarbons into our atmosphere, as well as of frac
chemicals, flowback and produced water and cancer-causing silica sand, all of which are major
threats to human health and safety.

Compressor stations and complexes are but one part of the problem, but because of their size, scope
and function they are a very important part of the problem, and are probably the largest single
contributor of HAPs in the state of Texas.
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! The Commission encourages jic filing of See 18 Code of Federal Regulations 385.2001(a)(1)(iii) and the
instructions on the Commission's laternet website at hup://www.fere.gov under the tink to “Documents and Filings” and “eFiling.” eFiling
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select the type of filing you are making. This filing is considered a “Comment on Filing.” All comments submitted under cFiling are
placed in the public record for the specified docket or project number(s).
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See the responses to comments FA4-23 and CO12-13.

See the responses to comments SA4-7, LA1-4, and LA1-9.

The interconnectivity of U.S. gas transmission systems make it difficult to
know the physical source of gas at any particular delivery point. However,
gas transported along a transmission system is required to meet the tariff
specifications for that system. Compressor station emissions are discussed
in section 4.11.1.3 of the EIS. See the response to comment SA4-4
regarding radon levels and the byproducts of radium decay.
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Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First Street, NE, Room 1A
Washington, DC 20426
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! The Commissivn encourages electronic filing of comments. See [8 Code of Federal Regulations 385.2001(a)(1)(ii) and the
instructions on the Commission's Internet website at http://www. ferc.gov under the link to “Documents and Filings” and “cFiling.” eliling
is a file attachment process and requires that you prepare your submission in the same manner as you would if filing on paper, and save it
to  file on your hard drive. New cFiling users must first create an account by clicking on “Sign up” or “cRegister.” You will be asked to
select the type of filing you are making. This filing is considered a “Comment on Filing.” All comments submilted under cFiling are
placed in the public record for the specified docket or project number(s).
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See the response to comment FAB-5.

Safety impacts are discussion in section 4.12 of the EIS.
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Economic benefits of the Project are discussed in section 4.9.9 of the EIS.

See the response to comment FL2-2.

Comment noted. See also the response to comment FA4-24.
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o a [ile on your hard drive. New eFiling uscrs must first creatc an account by clicking on “Sign up” or “eRegister.” You will be asked to
select the type of filing you are making. This filing is considered a “Comment on Filing.” All comments submitted under eFiling are
placed in the public record for the specified docket or project number(s).
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See the response to comment CO15-4.

The interconnectivity of U.S. gas transmission systems make it difficult to
know the physical source of gas at any particular delivery point.
Conventional sources of gas are often mixed with unconventional (hydraulic
fracturing) sources through the interconnected transmission systems.
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COMMENTS, DATED SEPTEMBER 15, 2014,

TO THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT ISSUED BY THE
FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION (FERC) ON THE
ALGONQUIN INCREMENTAL MARKET (AIM) PIPELINE
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TESTIMONY BY
ELISABETH N. RADOW
ENRADOW@RADOWL
AW.COM
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COMMENTS, DATED SEPTEMBER 15, 2014, TO THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
STATEMENT ISSUED BY THE FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION (FERC)
ON THE ALGONQUIN INCREMENTAL MARKET (AIM) PIPELINE

TESTIMONY BY ELISABETH N. RADOW; ENRADOW@RADOWLAW.COM

GOOD EVENING. MY NAME IS ELISABETH RADOW. I LIVE, PRACTICE LAW AND
PAY TAXES IN WESTCHESTER COUNTY. MY PUBLISHED RESEARCH ON RISK
ALLOCATION AND THE FINANCIAL IMPACTS TO PROPERTY FROM
UNCONVENTIONAL GAS DRILLING OPERATIONS HAS BEEN SOURCED AND CITED
BY THE NEW YORK TIMES AND OTHER NATIONALLY RECOGNIZED
PUBLICATIONS.

THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT ISSUED BY FERC WITH
RESPECT TO ALGONQUIN GAS TRANSMISSION, LLC’S PROPOSED PIPELINE
EXPANSION THROUGH NEW YORK’S DENSELY POPULATED RESIDENTIAL
NEIGHBORHOODS FAILS TO ADEQUATELY ADDRESS RISKS AND IMPACTS TO
PROPERTY SAFETY AND PROPERTY VALUE.

THE E.LS. IN THE ONE PARAGRAPH IT DEVOTES TO PROPERTY VALUES (AT PAGE
4-188) STATES THAT “THE MAJORITY OF THE AIM PROJECT PIPELINE SEGMENTS
ARE A REPLACEMENT OF EXISITNG PIPELINE IN THE SAME LOCATION AND
WOULD NOT BE ENCUMBERED BY A NEW PIPELINE EASEMENT.” FERC
CONCLUDES, “THE AIM PROJECT WOULD NOT NEGATIVELY IMPACT PROPERTY
VALUES OUTSIDE THE PIPELINE RIGHTS-OF-WAY OR ABOVEGROUND FACILITY
BOUNDARIES.” THE FACT THAT AN EXPANDED PIPELINE CAN FIT INTO AN
EXISITING PIPELINE EASEMENT FAILS TO ESTABLISH THAT THIS PROJECT WILL
NOT AFFECT PROPERTY VALUE. PROPERTY VALUE IS IMPACTED BY RISK
FACTORS WHICH WERE NOT CONSIDERED HERE.

IN FACT, THIS PROJECT WOULD INVOLVE THE UNPRECEDENTED RELACEMENT IN
THIS REGION OF 26” PIPES WITH 42” HIGH PRESSURE PIPES WHICH WILL GREATLY
EXPAND THE GEORGRAPHIC AREA AND MAGNITUDE OF IMPACT FROM A
PIPELINE RUPTURE OR EXPLOSION. ACCORDING TO THE PIPELINE SAFETY TRUST.
DEVELOPMENT OF LARGE PIPES INCREASES RISKS TO NEIGHBORHOODS AND
BUSINESSES LOCATED NEAR THE PIPES; AND FURTHER, THAT A PAST
PERFORMANCE RECORD CANNOT PREDICT THE OUTCOMES ASSOCIATED WITH
DIFFERENT FUTURE RISKS. THE FACT THAT THE E LS. IGNORES THE INTER-
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE NEW RISKS AND FAIR MARKET PROPERTY VALUE
UNDERSCORES A CRITICAL DEFICIENCY IN THIS REPORT: ONE THA'T NEEDS TO
BE ADDRESSED AND RESOLVED.

DESPITE THESE NEWLY INTRODUCED RISKS, THE E.IS. RELIES ON AN
UNIDENTIFIED 2008 FERC REPORT (AT PAGE 4-188) WHEN IT CONCLUDES “THAT
HOMEOWNERS’ INSURANCE RATES ARE UNLIKELY T0O CHANGE DUE TO THE
CONSTRUCTION AND OPERATION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT.” IN ADDITION,
THE E.LS. FAILS TO MENTION THE IMPACTS OF THESE EXPANDED HIGH
PRESSURE PIPELINES ON RESIDENTIAL MORTGAGE FINANCING.

IND135-1

IND-172

See the response to comment IND126-1.
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INSURANCE PREMIUMS AND MORTGAGE UNDERWRITING, LIKE MARKET VALUE,
ARE IMPACTED BY RISK FACTORS. FERC'S RELIANCE ON THE UNIDENTIFIED 2008
FERC REPORT WITHOUT DISCLOSING THE RJSKS ADDRESSED IN THAT REPORT
UNDERMINES FERC'S CONCLUSION OF “NO IMPACT ON INSURANCE PREMIUMS”
AND POTENTIALLY SACRIFICES NEW YORKERS’ POCKETBOOKS AND SAFETY IN
ORDER TO EXPEDITE THIS PROJECT.

CONTRARY TO FERC’S CONCLUSION, #HE PIPELINE SAFETY I'RUST STATED IN
JULY 2014 THAT “RECENT ANECDOTAL EVIDENCE SUGGESTS THAT INSURANCE
UNDERWIRITERS ARE REACTING TO THE PRESENCE OF TRANSMISSION LINES
NEAR RESIDENTIAL PROPERTIES AND RAISING RATES, OR IN SOME INSTANCES,
SUGGESTING THAT INSURANCE MIGHT NOT BE AVAILABLE FOR A NEW BUYER
OF A PROPERTY WHERE A TRANSMISSION LINE WAS RECENTLY
CONSTRUCTED.” ' A HOME WITHOUT HOMEOWNERS' INSURANCE CANNOT
QUALIFY FOR A MORTGAGE ?

THIS PROPOSED EXPANSION IS BEING INTRODUCED BY ALGONQUIN IN
INCREMENTAL STAGES WHICH WILL AVOID AN ANALYSIS OF ITS CUMULATIVE
IMPACTS, UNLESS FERC INTERVENES. ACCORDING TO THE 10-K FILED WITH THE
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION BY ALGONQUIN’S OWNER, SPECTRA
ENERGY PARTNERS, ITS PIPELINES, FACILITIES AND EQUIPMENT ARE EXPOSED
TO DAMAGE FROM HURRICANES, FLOODS, FIRES AND OTHER NATURAL
DISASTERS. IN ADDITION, NOTWITHSTANDING THE PROPOSED EXPANSION’S
CLOSE PROXIMITIY TGO THE CONFLUENCE OF INDIAN POINT NUCLEAR POWER
PLANT, A GEOLOGICAL FAULT LINE AND POTENTIAL HIGH VOLTAGE
ELECTRICAL LINES, NEW YORKERS CAN EXPECT FEWER PIPELINE INSPECTIONS
BECAUSE OF REPORTED BUDGET CUTS. IN SUM, THIS PROJECT HAS THE
MAKINGS OF A PERFECT FINANCIAL STORM. YET, NO SECTION IN THE
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT ADDRESSES SPECTRA’S INSURANCE
COVERAGE OR FINANCIAL ABILITY TO HANDLE THE RISKS INTRODUCED BY
THIS PROPOSED PROJECT.

THE 2013 10-KS OF SPECTRA ENERGY PARTNERS AND SPECTRA’S GENERAL
PARTNER, SPECTRA ENERGY CORP., EACH CITE HAZARDS AND RISKS INHERENT
IN SPECTRA’S OPERATIONS, SUCH AS LEAKS AND EXPLOSIONS, AMONG OTHER
THINGS--RISKS THAT COULD RESULT IN SIGNIFICANT INJURY, LOSS OF LIFE,
SIGNIFICANT DAMAGE TO PROPERTY AND ENVIRONMENTAL POLLUTION;
PARTICULARLY SIGNIFICANT NEAR POPULATED REGIONS * Y£T, SPRECTRA
CONFIRMS IT IS NOT FULLY INSURED AGAINST ALL OF THESE RISKS AND

! Mark Hand, Pa. Jandowners seramble to learn how pipeline projects affict insurance coverage, Taly 25, 2014
-1 1046 (Article is submitted herewith).

Luip: wws sul.cony Internctive X/ Article aspx Zedid= A-287
See, generally, FHA mortgage underwriting guid vhich require homeovmers” insurance.
? See Spedtra Energy Partners” 2013 10-K at page 29 available at

it wwwspectiaenersypartners conveontentdocuments Spectra_Lnergy_Partners_Documents:STP_AR_ 10K _2013d(
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LOSSES, AND THAT SHOULD ANY OF THESE RISKS MATERIALIZE, IT COULD
HAVE AN ADVERSE EFFECT ON THEIR FINANCIAL CONDITION.

IF HOMEOWNERS® INSURANCE EXCLUDES PIPELINE IMPACTS FROM COVERAGE
BY LINKING THEM TO COMMERCIAL ACTIVITY AND SPECTRA ENERGY ISN'T
FULLY INSURED FOR ITS COMMERCIAL OPERATIONS, THEN WHO IS GOING TO
PICK UP THE TAB IF SOMETHING GOES WRONG?

THIS PROPOSED PROJECT EXPOSES NEW YORK RESIDENTS IN THE EXPANSION
REGION AND THEIR RESIDENTIAL PROPERTY INVESTMENT TO UNDER-INSURED,
UNPRECEDENTED INDUSTRY-GENERATED RISKS. IN ADDITION, BASED UPON A
READING OF THIS E.LS, NEW YORK’S TAXPAYERS COULD BECOME THE
GUARANTORS OF SPECTRA’S CASUALTIES. DESPITE ITS ROLE TO FURTHER
COMMERCE, BASED UPON THE UNADDRESSED RISKS RELATED TO THIS
PROPOSED EXPANSION, FERC IS URGED TO REJECT THIS PROJECT BECAUSE IT
WOULD BENEFIT SPECTRA WHILE PLACING AN UNLIMITED AND UNJUSTIFIABLE
FINANCIAL BURDEN FOR SPECTRA’S FAILED OPERATIONS ON NEW YORK
HOMEOWNERS AND TAXPAYERS.

THANK YOU FOR YOUR CONSIDERATION

and Spectra Energy Corp.’s 2013 10K at page 29; available at
[ 1y com phoenis 2l e 4408 p ol sec 19302672

s specty
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The attachments to this letter are too voluminous to include in this EIS. They are available for viewing on
the FERC website at http: vw.fere.gov. Using the “eLibrary™ link, select “General Scarch” from the
v menu, enter the sclected date range and “Docket No.” excluding the last three digits (i.e., CP14-
96-000), and follow the instructions. For assistance please contact FERC Online Support at

FERCH eSupporti@ferc.pov or toll free at 1-866-208-3676, or for TTY, contact 202-502-8659. The
Category/Accession number for this submittal is 20140924-4012.

IND-175 Individuals



IND136 — Anita Babcock

IND136-1

IND136-2

John P. Sheridan

Regional Director-State Governmental Affairs
SPECTRA, Energy

850 Winter Street

Waltham, Mass, 02451

September 11,2014

Subjeet: SFECTRA AIM II- upgrade of 4 21 in High Pressure Interstate Natural Gas to a 42 in High Pressure Natura)
Gas Line.

Dear Sir,

My name is Anita Babcock and | met you at the Rockland County, New York Environmental Committee meeting on
August 26, 2014. | want to document my concerns to the AIM 11 projeet as we discussed that cvening. 1live at 8
Rosetown Road in Tomkins Cove, NY. (Town of Stony Point Tax map 10.A (2014), T have lived in Tomkins Cove my
entire life, 75 years. my family goes back to the American Revolution, in the

e
Tomkins Cove and Stony Point area.
20208 The ATM IT trajectory will be above my head on top of the mountain, most of the
surrounding area is ledge and any excavation will require at the very least a
o hammer jack and definitely blasting. My home is built on the ledge that

SPECTRA will be blasting. My well is 308 feet deep. | am concerned that the
ledge will shift and one of two things will happen, cither my well will run dry, in
which case my home will be condemned due to “non-potable” water,

ey, ¢ S B The second is 1 will have more water than I can use and flooding will occur. At

. this point in my life when I should be enjoining my home, 1 am now concerned
that the trajectory of the AIM 11 project will it damage my well.

. T understand that my home is outside of the building envelope for the SPECTRA
AIM 11 project, but the trajectory has the potential to damage my well and the
value of my home. [ cannot afford to replace my well, nor potential damage to my home due 1o blasting.

My home is built on the Ramapo fault line, and at no time has there been a discussion of the impact of the installation of
the SPECTRA AIM II project and the Ramapo Fault line.

Nor has there been a discussion of the fact that the proposed Champlain Hudson
Power Express a 1,000 megawatt transmission line which will physically lie on
top of or cross over the three existing 21, 24 and 36 inch High Pressure Natural
Gas Lines in front of the Lovett Power Plant site in Tomkins Cove. I have
attached a picture from CHPE’s DOE EIS showing the GRAPNEL rake that will
be used. llow safe is this on top of the cxisting high pressurce natural gas pipes
plus the new addition of the 42 in high pressure line?

1 am pulling SPECTRA, the County of Rockland, and Town of Stony Point on
notice that T have no issues with my well. If issues or problems develop with my
well during the construction of the SPECTRA Aim 1 interstate pipeline project 1 am holding each of the above listed
entities legally responsible for any damage done to my home and or well. If city watcr must be installed then each of the
parties listed above will be financially responsible.

5

Sincerely

Anita Babcock
8 Rosetown Rd, Tomkins Cove, NY 10986
Cc’ed: SPECTRA, County Of Rockland, Town of Stony Point

Ph:845-786-3014
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As noted in the EIS, Algonquin has developed and provided an
Environmental Complaint Resolution Procedure Plan as part of its
application. It identifies procedures that Algonquin would take to address
landowner calls received during construction and how the procedures would
be implemented. Algonquin would provide this procedure to landowners via
letter prior to construction. The letter would include a toll free telephone
number to contact with questions or concerns and the commitment that a
response to the question or concern would be provided no later than 48 hours
after receiving the initial call. In the event the response is not satisfactory,
the proposed letter would identify the FERC’s Dispute Resolution Service
Helpline contact information. FERC's Dispute Resolution Service Helpline
number is also available online at the FERC website. A discussion of
seismicity, faults, and their location is provided in section 4.1.5.1 of the EIS.

Section 4.8.3 of the EIS identifies that the Champlain Hudson Power Express
Project would be installed within the bed of the Hudson River. The AIM
Project would cross this proposed transmission line at the proposed HDD of
the Hudson River. Therefore, the AIM Project pipeline would be well below
the bed of the Hudson River, avoiding construction conflicts. Section 4.8.3
also addresses timing of construction for these two projects.

Individuals



IND136 — Anita Babcock (cont’d)

ove, NY 10986

Stony Point 2014 Property Tax Map- 10.01 D
Lot 65- 87 Mott Farm Rd Tomkins C

IND-177 Individuals



IND136 — Anita Babcock (cont’d)

Infrastructure by DESIGN.

largest private equity funds.

Is BLACKSTONE, A MAJOR MANAGER OF UNION
PENSION FUNDS, USING YOUR UNION PENSION
MONEY TO FINANCE CHPE,

TO PUT NEW YORK UNION MEMBERS OUT OF WORK!

Blackstone as the Financial Manager for the Mirant
Bankruptcy - 03 to 07, closed the Bowline and Lovett Power
Plants, taking hundreds of jobs with them.

What Does CHPE do for US?

Provides Millions$ in savings to the Developer-
Blackstone and Hydro Quebec

$3.98/month in savings to the residents of NYC

The Joint Proposal stated if CHPE is built NYS
would not build another Power Plant

Takes away NY jobs - CHPE will only create 26 long term
jobs in NYS

into the existing grid

Say NO! to the Champlain Hudson Power Express

What Can we Do-

DOES GOVERNOR ANDREW CUOMO LOVE WALL
STREET MORE THAN MAIN STREET NEW YORK?
Say NO:! to The Champlain Hudson Power Express,

A 333 mile high voltage DC electric transmission line from Quebec to Queens
The installation route is NOT connected to any New York State Generating

Owned by Hydro Quebec and financed by the Blackstone Group one of the world’s

CHPE’s Environmental
record:

There has been no
Environmental

Impact Study done in
the Lower Hudson
Valley. 20,200 acres of
Wet land Area to be
affected, including 124
parks, 16 cooling
facilities, and splicing
vaults.

This project is heavy
handed in Eminent
Domain, devaluing NY
homeowner’s property-
DESECRATING the
Waldron Revolutionary
War and War of 1812
Cemetery!

Und i isting NYS ing infrasiructure- The cable would not be integrated

Devalues NYS property it crosses, loss of tax ratables

Contact the elected officials on the other side of the flyer, AND Say NO, to the
Blackstone financed, Champlain Hudson Power Express / Transmission

Developers Incorporated (CHPE/TDI)

Call your Congressional Representative, and tell them NO!

IND-178
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IND136 — Anita Babcock (cont’d)

The proposed Blackstone CHPE Transmission

Project IS NOT IN OUR NATIONAL INTEREST

-

The Path of CHPE thru Stony Point 1. indian Point

3 SPECTRA 44-inch Natural Gas
High-Pressure Main

4. Champlaln Hudson Power Express
1,000 MW Transmission Line

5. ¢sx 526 Million Dollar
Ral Extension Project

6. Unied Water Proposed
Hudson River Desalination Plant

Please remind our Elected Officials that we need to keep our electricity jobs in New York State made for and by New Yorkers.

- President Obama htt) i bmif i q.

- US Department of State Secretary Bob Kerry www.contact-us.state.qov

- Senator Kirsten Gillibrand www.gillibrand.senate.gov/contact/

- Senator Chuck www.schumer.senate.gov/Ct ontact chuck.cfm

- US Department of Energy Senior Planning Advisor Brian Mills brian.mills@h:

- Governor Andrew Cuomo http://s ny. ontactForm.php - or call 1.518.474.8390

- New York Public Service C ission secretai ny.qov - or call 1.800.335.2120

Individuals
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IND137 — Jennie Sunshine
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EiLED ‘
September 15, 2014 SEBRE %Y T
i

Attention Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First Street NE, Room 1A
‘Washington, DC 20426 EED)
REBYL £
RE: Public Comment for AIM Project DEIS, Docket #CP14-96-000

Dear Ms. Bose,

INDI37-1 | I am making these comments under protest. FERC’s approval process and Draft
Envi tal Impact S (DEIS) are fund tally flawed and I demand that the
DEIS be withdrawn and that a Suppl | Draft Envi 1 Tmpact S be
submitted for public review ouly after all relevant parties have submitted all necessary
information.

IND137-2 | My husband and I own our home within four blocks of the pipeline. My children play at
the playground at Willow Pond on Curry Street in Yorktown Heights — where the
pipeline and its venting pipes are present. In addition, my children attend Thomas
Jefferson Elementary School in Yorktown Heights, a mere 400 feet from the pipeline.
Therefore, 1 and my family are directly affected by this project.

IND137-3 | I also have a comment regarding the DEIS — in section 4.3.2.1 — Incomplete Storm water
Information. As noted in this section of the DEIS, the construction ware yard is located
within the Croton Watershed, a part of the New York City’s drinking water supply, which
provides drinking water to 9 million people. The DEIS also notes that the required storm
water pollution prevention plan (SWPP) for this parcel has not yet been submitted.

Consequently, in the absence of a SWPP, there is no way for the public to intelligently
comment on the potential negative impact of storm water run-off from the construction
ware yard or the proposed launcher/recciver facility, or “pigging” station, also on town-
owned parkland within the watershed. It should also be noted, that deforesting 15 plus
acres of land will exacerbate the storm water run-off problem.

Sincerely, '
%W
98 Ravencrest Road Fa

Yorktown Height, NY: 10598
Sunsnp@gmail.com #iay

IND137-1

IND137-2

IND137-3

IND-180

See the responses to comments FA4-1 and SA1-12.

Comment noted.

See the responses to comments FA4-1, FA6-5, and SA14-1.

Individuals



IND138 — Andrew Fischer
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9/15/14

To: FERC and other regulating agencies & authorities

IND138-1 Section 4.12 of the EIS includes an extensive safety analysis, identifying
IND138-1 | | am writing this letter to support the expansion of the pipeline but demanding that FERC and incidents, causes, and the impact on the public. See also the response to

other agencies in this process add several conditions upon the applicant to ensure public health comment LA5-12 regarding pipeline design requirements.
& safety and to reduce public cost of health & safety measures.

The standard FERC process leaves many holes and unanswered concerns about public health &
safety and needs to be improved as FERC oversees the growth of our energy infrastructure.

There is enormous need for this pipeline in the areas of economic growth, energy efficiency,
climate change and national security. But FERC, the other agencies, the pipeline constructors
and operators must raise the bar and increase the standards for safety for at least double the
life expectancy of this pipeline.

There have been numerous recent accidents, in the last 10-15 years, of leaks, explosions,
injuries and deaths of workers and of the public as well as millions of dollars in property
damage. Most of those accidents were preventable with increased inspections, maintenance,
better design & engineering and with accountability and better checks & balances accross many
regulating agencies. It is long past due that FERC acknowledges the results of past accidents
and apply a higher standard of review and design to this pipeline as it passes through densely
populated areas and near crucial infrastructure targets such as Indian Point, several rail lines,
high voltage power lines, fiber optic cables, Highways, Schools, water mains and more.

Specifically, at a minimum, you should require:

IND138-2 1) Applicant must develop a first class training program and train first responders along the IND138-2 Information regarding emergency training and response is provided in

entire length of the pipeline on how to respond to emergencies. And no, calling the section 4.12.1 of the EIS. See also the responses to comments LA1-4 and
Algonquin phone hotline IS NOT a plan, it is just one step of a plan. First responders LA1-9

should not have to sit back and wait for pipeline personnel to respond, they need the
tools to respond themselves. Invite first responders to inspect the facilities and become
familiar with access to the sites and any obstacles they might find.

2

Equip first responders with the equipment and materials they might need to respond to
emergencies, including large quantities of foam and foam equipment.

3

Provide first responders and all levels of local government officials with a thorough list
of contact personnel at the pipeline operators company. Update and re-verify this list at
least annually.

IND-181 Individuals



IND138 — Andrew Fischer (cont’d)

INDI38-3

IND138-4

IND138-5

IND138-6

INI’)I}SJ'I

INDI138-8

4

5
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6)

7

8
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Improve the distance and protection standards for above ground equipment such as
compressor stations, transfer stations, pressure stations, valves’ and maintenance
points. Standards for protecting nearby buildings and people should include noise,
shock, vibration, chemical exposure, heat & fire and easy access for local first
responders as well as pipeline personnel.

Increased frequency of inspections, increased scrutiny of engineers and third party
inspections by outside personnel not affiliated with FERC or the applicant. The
inspection reports should be made publicly available within 30 days of delivery.

Measurement of Radon levels at entrance & connection points should be mandatory —
at least at every point where BTU content is measured, the radon levels should be
measured and reported. FERC should hire independent experts to study the radon
issue, at the applicant’s expense. Again, the resulting reports should be made public
within 30 days of delivery. We are very concerned about this, because the Hudson
Valley has one of the highest levels in America of natural radon from the ground. We
don’t want or need it increased by the construction, operation of this pipeline or the
products passing through it.

Applicant should be required to fill out and submit NY State DEC EiS (Environmental
Impact statement) long form not short form, and obtain DEC permits for all discharge
and maintenance facilities as well as for all crossings of wetlands and water bodies. No
more exemptions claiming federal jurisdiction.

Restore and mitigate any damage to wetlands, water bodies, and natural landscape.

Allow county and state Health Departments, the NYS DEC and similar agencies
elsewhere to have similar oversight and safety standards that they would apply to local
private construction projects, without claiming federal exemptions.

IND138-9 | With these steps and more, FERC and other agencies can create the world class energy
infrastructure this country needs to thrive for the next century without putting the public and
first responders in harms way.

Respectfully Submitted,

Andrew Fischer
3147 East Main St. #241 Mohegan Lake, NY 10547
914.227.4981 - homedocny@aol.com

IND138-3

IND138-4

IND138-5

IND138-6

IND138-7

IND138-8

IND138-9

IND-182

As discussed in section 4.12.1 of the EIS, PHMSA regulates pipeline
safety, setting requirements that have been established to ensure safety in
design, construction, testing, operation, maintenance, and emergency
response of pipeline facilities. The FERC does not impose standards
beyond what the PHMSA requires. Section 4.11 of the EIS addresses
compliance with FERC's noise criterion, as well as air quality impacts.

New York State, through agreement with PHMSA, inspects interstate gas
pipelines in New York and PHMSA's Office of Pipeline Safety enforces
federal pipeline safety regulations.

See the response to comment SA4-4.

See the response to comment SA4-15.

In accordance with the FERC Plan and Procedures and those additional
mitigation measures outlined in the EIS, Algonquin would restore and
mitigate (as described) potential impacts on wetlands and waterbodies.

The AIM Project is a federally regulated project. Federal safety standards
apply. As discussed in section 4.12.1 of the EIS, New York State, through
agreement with PHMSA, inspects interstate gas pipelines and enforces
federal pipeline safety regulations. See also the response to comment
SA4-15. We also note that table 1.3-1 in the EIS identifies the major
federal, state, and local permits, approvals, and consultations for
construction and operation of the Project.

Comment noted.

Individuals
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GRSl Peckskill, New York
September(3, 2014
Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary ’
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First Street NE, Room 1
Washington, DC 20426
RE: Algonquin Incremental Market (“AIM”) Project:
FERC Docket No. CP 14-96-00 b
Dear Secretary Bose: B v
Please accept the fullowmg comments on the Draft Envi | Impact §
(“DEIS”) for the proposed Alg I Market (“*AIM”) pipeline expansion
project (the “ P:pelme 4§ pamaularly as it affects Westchester and Putnam counties in New
York State. I urge the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (“FERC”) to withdraw the
DEIS and take no further action on the application until all of the matters included in these
comments are addressed in a revised DEIS.
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IND139-1

IND139-2

IND139-3

IND-183

See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA1-9, and SA4-5.

See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA4-2, and SA7-4.

Comment noted. Section 4.7 of the EIS has been revised to include the
results of consultation with the FWS. Potential impacts and mitigation
measures to minimize impacts on wetlands are discussed in section 4.4.3.
See the responses to comments CO12-13 and CO14-55 for additional
information regarding GHG impact assessments prepared for the Project.
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IND139 — Lori Krane (cont’d)

IND139-3
(cont'd)

IND139-4

IND139-5

IND139-6
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Pcu;e A

on wotlande | mudamawed  Hhagatudd .
e & Chinedt h , ’
Y. Unstallation o] the Specdra. Atloud
Prajict u)l/u)f/é\/ md»ﬁs o *H/\i,
wmnsion. 6] the 9o Comprlsso
taXion n So wild add
Lothe hatth « LN O ment. p
A0 Shs &f;?oc,;aiu@ ‘U?/tk.i f‘u;l i
Corprass oy stoton LAPOMLLIN G o
[/\Ttr%?dﬂ.l‘m + e A'MPW. 4
e b oty detusnato,
ks (pap . 0Dr 9uatdty detucorad

e ar——

. —The 3£/S Pails to wnside, the
| iwe  Impacss 06 two

36)% WO\;\/Sme ’hma'cg?:g

on LW A e g includiy

twWo \lout o] WOV YN Consdriicd m
I, dedias g

i LR GBS

gﬁ,@s o, il
 Enfnce oble. Mitieation N .
6 o Eehgmmﬁf‘}w“f

WAMES heod o
prior to puncsttng -

Twe wiatro 6f wyosting Campresior
0ok o Moaﬁéwi s MUY
ge Gl studiead; This

1.

IND139-4

IND139-5

IND139-6

IND139-7

IND-184

See the response to comment FA3-5.

See the response to comment SA3-5. We also note that while the overall
schedule for the AIM Project is about 1.5 years of construction, pipeline
construction generally proceeds at rates ranging from several hundred feet to
1 mile per day. Due to the assembly-line method of construction,
construction activities in any one area would last from several weeks to
several months on an intermittent basis.

Section 5.2 of the EIS contains FERC staff's recommended mitigation
measures. If the FERC Commissioners decide to authorize the AIM Project,
they will consider whether to include staff's recommendations as conditions
of approval.

See the responses to comments SA4-1 and SA4-9.

Individuals
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See the responses to comments FL2-2 and IND94-1. GHG emissions are
addressed in section 4.11.1 of the EIS and the impact on climate change is
addressed in section 4.13.

Potential impacts and mitigation measures to minimize impacts on
waterbodies (including blasting) are discussed in section 4.3.2 of the EIS.
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IND139 — Lori Krane (cont’d)

Clearwater
Coffechouse

Proceeds benefit
Walkabout Clearwater

ARTSWESTCHESTER

|

/
MEMBER

Snacks,
fair trade coffee,

and water available

and Hudson River Sloop Clearwater

The WALKABOUT CLEARWATER ~ &
COFFEEHOUSE presents

MAGPIE

Terry Leonino and Greg
Artzner, known throughout the
folk music world as Magpie,
began to play music together in
Kent, Ohio, in 1973.

From the beginning, Terry and
Greg's interests in various musi-
cal styles have led them to be
eclectic in their repertoire.

Rather than confine them-
selves to a single style, Magpie
has always embraced a musical
rainbow, and with impressive
proficiency in each different
genre.

From traditional, classic country, swing, and blues of the nineteen twenties
and thirties, to contemporary songs written by themselves and others, Magpie
covers a lot of musical ground.

Terry and Greg are internationally known for their musical work in the envi-
ronmental movement. They are considered to be among the very best in this
field of music and their performances are in great demand by environmental
action and education organizations. Their musical work has supported the work
of such notable groups as the National Audubon Society, the National Wildlife
Federation, the National Wildlife Refuge System, the National Park Service, and
the Hudson River Sloop Clearwater.

Walkabout Clearwater Coffeehouse favorites for many years, Terry and
Greg continue to raise their voices in support of the ongoing struggles for civil
rights, freedom, justice, and peace.

7:30 p.m., Saturday, February 8, 2014
Memorial United Methodist Church
250 Bryant Avenue, White Plains, NY 10605

Tickets:
$18.00 in advance online
$23 at the door/$15 at the door with student ID
Children ages 6-12 $10 advance, $10 at the door

Doors open at 6:30 p.m.; open seating; plenty of parking.

Our trademark informal audience songfest
with the Walkabout Clearwater Chorus begins at 6:45 p.m.
Come sing with us!
To order tickets up until 7:30 a.m. the day of the concert, log onto:

www.BrownPaperTickets.com/producer/5602

Questions? (914) 946-1625 or www.WalkaboutClearwater.org
Next month: Sara Thomsen, March 8

IND-186
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See the response to comment SA14-1.

See the responses to comments FA4-1 and SA1-12.
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IND139 — Lori Krane (cont’d)

_ A Shrub Oak

ATTEND
g @ oritown FERC Public Meeting
D i Sept 15t
p, / Cortlandt P!
Verpianc Feckakit 6:30pm*
) ====Gas Pipeline Route Morabito Center
Say no to the 42 Natural Gas Pipeline 29 Westbrook Dr
Through Northern Westchester! Cortlandt Manor
% 3 www.SAPE2016.0rg “artive early for public comment sign up

Workshops to help us prepare comments for FERC Hearing:

Monday Sept 8th
6-7pm

Saturday Sept 13"
1lam-dpm

and

Additional workshops are being planned
Visit www.SAPE2016.org and look under Events
Find SAPE on Facebook

§ Workshops will bring you up to speed on the AIM Pipeline Project, the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement, and the hearing process.

@ You will leave with your personal comment fully prepared and ready to read at the
9/15 FERC Hearing or to submit in writing to the FERC by 9/29 deadline.

¥ Arrive late or leave early, that's fine! When your comment is completed and you
understand the process you can depart.

The FERC hearing is an opportunity for residents to comment, on the record, about concerns they have
regarding the Draft Envir | Impact S (DEIS). This is important because FERC evaluates
the public’s comments when making the decision to allow Spectra to proceed. If you cannot attend the
9/15 hearing, you can submit a written comment

Brought to you by Concerned Residents of Peekskill (CPR) and
Stop the Algonquin Pipeline Expansion (SAPE)

IND-188
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IND140-1
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Paul Klinkman
Klinkman Solar Design
P.O. Box 40572
Providence, RI 02940

Testimony against the natural gas pipeline expansion
Sirs,

I’'m holding up a United States patent, number #8,408,199. This patent is for
greenhouses that don’t burn natural gas in the middle of the winter, and for
houses that burn less natural gas. This next patent, #8,823,197, is for solar
thermal electricity generation at night. My target is to eventually generate
electricity for 2 to 3 cents per kilowatt-hour.

Let me tell you about tomorrow’s energy business -- it’s a cutthroat business
environment. Some other inventor could come along tomorrow and
undercut me.

This natural gas pipeline is comparable to your building one thousand whale
hunting ships. Yes, there’s a market for oil, but the whales would go extinct.
The long-term supply of whales is insufficient to keep one thousand whaling
ships operating. Finally, you’ll never get the cost of a quart of whale oil low
enough to match the current market price for oil. The natural gas industry
has all of these problems now. Humanity is facing mass extinctions. The
gas industry is looking at overcapacity for shipping their overinflated long-
term supply of fracked natural gas, and every year the solar and wind
industries lower their prices.

In such a dismal energy market, the natural gas industry’s most profitable
tactic is to overbuild now, take their quick construction profits overseas, then
run to the government for a ratepayer bailout. Lately Uncle Sam isn’t made
of money, and so, the industry’s request for a billion dollar pipeline
expansion should be tabled now.

Paul Klinkman

IND140-1

IND-189

Comment noted. See also the responses to comments FL2-2, FL4-11, and

IND2-1.
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Paul Moskowitz Ph.D., 2015 Hunterbrook Road, Yorktown Heights, NY 10598

September 15, 2014

Kimberly Bose, Secretary

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission

888 First Street NE, Room 1 A

Washington D.C., 20426

Document #: CP14-96.

Lead Applicant: Algonquin Gas Transmission, LLG
Description: Comments on DEIS

Spectra has not dealt with the issue of radon decay products that accumulate in the pipeline. These depasits will be embedded in the
“black powder" comrosion, which is removed at "pigging" facilities.

"Pigs" are like big bottle brushes. They travel through the pipe, cieaning the inside of the pipe of scale and black powder. The black
powder is a corrosion product. When the pigs are used to clean the pipeline, the black powder is removed with the pigs at the pigging
station. Gas pipelines can produce tons of black powder.

Pigging for the cleaning of gas pipelines may be done every six months to one year. Tons of material can be removed at one
time. (Reference 1) In Ref 1, the authors say: "All aforementioned pigging operations removed a combined total of 11,620 kg of black
powder." This is 12.8 tons. The pigging operation is an industrial facility, which should not be placed in a populated area.

There is a serious concern with radioactivity. Uranium in the Marcellus shale, where the natural gas comes from, decays into radium.
The radium then decays into radon gas, which is carried down the pipe with the natural gas. This is the same radon that we check
our houses for. If we detect radon gas in our basements, we can install ventilation. The pipeline is different. When the radon gas
decays, its decay products build up on the inside of the pipe. These are radioactive lead-210 (22 year half life) and polonium-210
(138 day half life).

The material inside the pipeline should be analyzed by an independent lab. If there is radon in the pipeline, as Spectra admits, there
will be radioactive lead-210 and polonium-210 decay products in the residue. (Reference 2).

The pipeline confines and concentrates the radioactive decay products. The radioactive lead and polonium residues are embedded in
the black powder. When the black powder is cleaned out the radioactive decay products that are embedded in it are also x
removed. The powder consists of one-micron size particles which provide a perfect medium for dispersing the radioactive material.

If we breathe or ingest the radioactive lead or polonium, we rigk cancer. There is no safe amount. | do not think that we should
expose ourselves to this risk.

Reference 1. Tsochatzidis, Nikolaos A., and Konstantinos E. Maroulis. "Methods help remove black powder from gas pipelines." Oil
and Gas Journal 105.10 (2007): pp. 52-60.

Reference 2. Godoy, José Marcus, et al. "210Pb content in natural gas pipeline residues ("black-powider) and its correlation with the
chemical ition.” Journal of i 83.1 (2005): pp. 101-111.

Paul Moskowitz,
Ph.D. in Nuclear Physics

IND141-1
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See the response to comment SA4-4.
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September 15, 2014

Comments of Paula Clair, 162 Gallows Hill Road Garrison, New York 10524 to the Federal
Energy y C i (FERC) on Sp Energy’s Al in Incr | Market
Project Draft Envir [ Impact S Hearing

Westchester, Putnam and Rockland Counties are densely populated areas, with a combined
population of 1,370,000. There is virtually nowhere in this area to place the Algonquin
Incremental Market (AIM) pipeline that will not severely interfere with many families’ life
liberty and pursuit of happiness, which are rights guaranteed by our constitution. Nor does the
path of this project sufficiently protect threatened or endangered animal species here.

AIM foliows the most dangerous route for its huge 42" diameter high pressure pipeline, 1,500
feet from the Indian Point nuclear plant, which is sited on two earthquake faults and houses 40
plus years of highly radioactive spent fuel, mostly in relatively unsecured spent fuel pools.

A gas pipeline explosion or fire 1,500 feet from Indian Point could cause a long-term disaster of
catastrophic proportion, reaching as far as New York City, and its eight and a half million
people. And clearly, explosions and fires in these large transmission pipelines are not rare with
70 incidents reported in 2013 by the US Pipeline Hazardous Materials and Safety
Administration.

Our nation has always espoused the credo that our children are our future. But the path of this
pipeline passes within 450 feet of an elementary school, putting it well within a high
consequence area. That means in a pipeline rupture, unsheltered children and adults would be
incinerated within 90 seconds — 100% mortality. Many homes here have the same or worse
risk, with some homes_}dfeet from the pipeline.

A second key peril of AIM is its assault on our air. Thousands of tons of toxic emissions will be
released from compressor stations in Stony Point and Southeast, with four toxins, including
known carcinogens, significantly over EPA thresholds. Health impacts include heart disease,
respiratory illness, elevated blood pressure, and increased risk for cancer. This is legal, since
AIM can buy credits from areas with cleaner air, but it is immoral to degrade our air which will
certainly result in increased illness, especially in our children, who are more susceptible to
toxins.

There is something fundamentally wrong with a government so disinterested in the health and
safety of its people, which permits this risk to people who work to afford the American Dream -
a safe, home to raise their children in a healthy setting. There is something very wrong with a

government which places the profits of corporations ahead of the rights of citizens.

This project has no place in this region for the reasons stated above. Please put people first and
select a no-build option for this project. Thank you.

Respectfully Submitted, 7
Dl VY.

/paula Clair

IND142-1

IND142-2

IND142-3

IND142-4

IND142-5

IND-191

Comment noted.

See the responses to comments FA4-25 and SA4-2.

See the response to comment SA1-9.

See the responses to comments SA4-1, SA4-9, and IND85-57.

Comment noted.
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IND143 - Susan Bergman

FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION
ALGONQUIN INCREMENTAL MARKET PROJECT (DOCKET No. CP14-96-000)

Comuments can be: (1) left with a FERC representative; (2) mailed to the addresses below or (3) clectronically filed,

Please send one copy referenced to Docket No.
CP14-96-000 to the address below.

For Official Filing:

Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First Street, NE, Room 1A
Washington, DC 20426

COMMENTS: (PLEASE PRINT) [continue on back of page if necessary)

IND143-1 Comment noted.
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IND143-5

IND143-6

IND-193

Noxious weeds and other invasive plant species, including management, are
discussed in section 4.5.2 of the EIS.

Comment noted. The FERC's Plan and Procedures assist project sponsors by
identifying baseline mitigation measures for minimizing impacts associated
with natural gas projects. Algonquin developed its Project-specific E&SCP
based on the mitigation measures in the Plan and Procedures. We also note
that hard copies of the draft EIS were mailed to those who requested a hard
copy; all others on the mailing list received CD copies. The cover letter to
the EIS also identified that additional copies of the draft EIS are available for
distribution and inspection through the FERC's public reference room.

Impacts on the resources mentioned are included throughout the EIS.
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IND144 — Susan Filgueras

IND144-1

IND144-2

IND144-3

INDI44-4

ND144-5

Testimony : September 15, 2014

Public Comment for the Draft Envir 1 Impact § for Al in Incremental Market Project
(CP-14-96-000) Cortland Manor, NY - SPECTRA AIM II- upgrade of a 21 in High Pressure Interstate Natural
Gas to a 42 in High Pressure Natural Gas Line,

My name is Susan Filgueras and [ met you at the Rockland County, [ want to document my concerns to the AIM II
project. Tlive at 87 Mott Farm Rd in Tomkins Cove, NY. (Town of Stony Point Tax map 10.01D (2014)
attached).

First [ must compliment the SPECTRA historical property rescarch team. They had contacted St. John the Divine
in Tomkins Cove, the church where the Fresh Air Fund for children originated, which is within the trajectory for
the AIM I project. As President of the Stony Point Ilistorical Society, I spent a half a day walking the site with
SPECTRA and was impressed with their attention to detail.

However, I am concerned that there has been no discussion of the Ramapo fault line which SPECTRA crosses
through, what are the consequences? The AIM IT trajectory will be above my head on top of the mountain, most
of the surrounding area is ledge and any excavation will require at the very least a hammer Jjack and I believe
definitely blasting. I am concerned that the ledge will shift and one of two things will happen, cither my well will
run dry, in which case my home will be condemned due to “non-potable” water. The second is I will have more
water than [ can use and flooding will occur. I understand that my home is outside of the building envelope for the
SPECTRA ATM II project, but the trajectory has the potential to damage my well and the value of my home, T
cannot afford to replace my well, nor potential damage to my home due to blasting.

I'am putting SPECTRA, the County of Rockland, and Town of Stony Point on notice that I have no issues with my
well. If issues or problems develop with my well during the construction of the SPECTRA Aim Il interstate
pipeline project I am holding cach of the above listed entities legally responsible for the damage. If city water must
be installed then each of the parties listed above will be financially responsible.

I believe of more importance there has been no
combined review of the projects that arc going on at the
same time in the same envelop right next to the Iudson
River and the Indian Point Nuclear Power Plant.

1-Champlain Hudson Power Express- there has there
little discussion of the proposed 1,000 megawatt
transmission line which will physically lie on top of or
cross over the three existing 21, 24 and 36 inch High
Pressure Natural Gas Lines , in front of the Lovett
Power Plant site in Tomkins Cove. [ have attached a
picture from CHPE’s DOE EIS showing the GRAPNEL
rake that will be used. How safe is this on top of the
existing high pressure natural gas pipes plus the new
addition of the 42 in high pressure line?

The CHPE Environmental Impact Study glosses over

their overlap with the listed projects. Their blasé attitude
is that we will work on that when we get to it. CHPE’s

IND144-1

IND144-2

IND144-3

IND144-4

IND144-5

IND-194

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

See the response to comment IND136-1.

See the responses to comments FA4-19 and IND136-1.

See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA4-2, SA7-4, and IND136-2.
There are many gas transmission pipeline crossings of rail lines in the United
States. Further, PHMSA's regulations include safety measures for the design
of pipelines under railroads (see section 4.12.1 of the EIS and depth of
burial).

Individuals



IND144 — Susan Filgueras (cont’d)

INDI144-5
cont'dy

study is evasive and incomplete. { believe that the rule in
electric or natural gas is that you do not overlap one with the
other.
2- CSX- 826 miltion dollar expansion to move Bakken Crude
up and down the Northeast coast.
3- United Water Desalinization plant- PROPOSED
All three of these projects have a common partner the Blackstone Group, one of the world’s largest equity firms in
the world. Blackstonc manages or has a [inger in most if not all pension plans in the United States. The irony of
this is that Blackstone will use (he Union pension money to build projects that takes jobs out of New York.

It alaxming that 127 miles of the CSX and CP Railroad tracks will be moving hundreds of thousands of gallons of

Bakken Crude a highly combustible fuel oil, on top of a 1,000 megawatt electric (ransmission line. Within on our
ity, this deadly bination is laying on top ol' 3 existing and this proposed High Pressure Natural Gas

Line. On top of the Ramapo Fault in front of the Indian Point Nuclear Power Plant, beside the Hudson River?

Who on this committee has the courage to face up to the potential disaster that is being crafied by politics, and not
need, greed (Blackstone Group) not growth, and finally to loss of sustainability and growth in New York State as
the towns that these projects go through are devalued, environmentally compromised and turned into wastelands

Tam concerned that no one, especially Albany is paying attention to the disaster arca that is being proposed. I urge
the Federal Regulatory Commission to go back and review the cumulative impacts that these projects will impose
on our communitics.

Sincerely

Susan Filgueras
87 Mott Farm Rd, Tomkins Cove, NY 10986 Ph;845-942-5030

IND-195
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IND144 — Susan Filgueras (cont’d)

Stony Point 2014 Property Tax Map- 10.01 D
Lot 65- 87 Mott Farm Rd Tomk C NY 10986

IND-196 Individuals



IND144 — Susan Filgueras (cont’d)

DOES GOVERNOR ANDREW CUOMO LOVE WALL

Infrastructure by DESIGN.

largest private equity funds.

Is BLACKSTONE, A MAJOR MANAGER OF UNION
PENSION FUNDS, USING YOUR UNION PENSION
MONEY TO FINANCE CHPE,

TO PUT NEW YORK UNION MEMBERS OUT OF WORK!

Blackstone as the Financial Manager for the Mirant
Bankruptcy - 03 to 07, closed the Bowline and Lovett Power
Plants, taking hundreds of jobs with them.

What Does CHPE do for US?

Provides Millions$ in ings to the D lop
Blackstone and Hydro Quebec
$3.98/month in ings to the residents of NYC

The Joint Proposal stated if CHPE is built NYS
would not build another Power Plant

Takes away NY jobs - CHPE will only create 26 long term
jobs in NYS

into the existing grid

Say NO! to the Champlain Hudson Power Express

What Can we Do-

STREET MORE THAN MAIN STREET NEW YORK?
Say NO:! 1o The Champlain Hudson Power Express,

A 333 mile high voltage DC electric transmission line from Quebec to Queens
The installation route is NOT connected to any New York State Generating

Owned by Hydro Quebec and financed by the Blackstone Group one of the world's

CHPE’s Environmental
record:

There has been no
Environmental
Impact Study done in
the Lower Hudson
Valley. 20,200 acres of
Wet land Area to be
affected, including 124
parks, 16 cooling
facilities, and splicing
vaults.

This project is heavy
handed in Eminent
Domain, devaluing NY
homeowner’s property-
DESECRATING the
Waldron Revolutionary
War and War of 1812
Cemetery!

Undermines existing NYS Generating infrasiructure- The cable would not be integrated

Devalues NYS property it crosses, loss of tax ratables

Contact the elected officials on the other side of the flyer, AND Say NO, to the
Blackstone financed, Champlain Hudson Power Express / Transmission

Developers Incorporated (CHPE/TDI)

Call your Congressional Representative, and tell them NO!

IND-197
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IND144 — Susan Filgueras (cont’d)

The proposed Blackstone CHPE Transmission

Project IS NOT IN OUR NATIONAL INTEREST

4. Champlain Hudson Power Express
1,000 MW Transmission Line

5. 5% $26 Miltion Dollar
Rail Extension Project

6. United Water Proposed
Hudson River Desalination Plant

Please remind our Elected Officials that we need to keep our electricity jobs in New York State made for and by New Yorkers.

t Obama htip: i t'submit-guestions-and-comments

- US Department of State Secretary Bob Kerry www.contact-us.state.gov
- Senator Kirsten Gillibrand www.gillibrand.senate.gov/contact/

- Senator Chuck Schumer www.schumer.senate.gov/Ci chuck.cfm

- US Department of Energy Senior Planning Advisor Brian Mills brian.mills@hq.doe.gov

- Governor Andrew Cuomo  http://www.governor.nv.gov/contact/GovernorContactForm.php - or call 1.518.474.8390

- New York Public Service Commission secretary@dps.ny.gov - or call 1.800.335.2120

Individuals
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IND145 — Susan Woll

} M A
2R RN R il_ Peckskill, New York
September 3, 2014

Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First Street NE, Room 1
Washington, DC 20426

16

RE: Algonquin Incremental Market (“AIM”) Project:
FERC Docket No. CP 14-96-00

o IND145-1 See the responses to comments FA4-1 and SA1-12.

Mo Vv hédis g

Dear Secretary Bose:

IND145-1 | Please accept the following comments on the Draft Envil I Impact §
(“DEIS”) for the proposed Algonquin Incremental Market (“AIM”) pipeline expansion
project (the “Pipeline”), particularly as it affects Westchester and Putnam counties in New
York State. I urge the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (“FERC”) to withdraw the
DEIS and take no further action on the application until all of the matters included in these
comments are addressed in a revised DEIS.

» 2 A0 T peLiiv o
OuR prepr (S LA AE IND145-2 See the responses to comments FA4-4, SA4-1, SA4-9, CO7-3, CO16-9, and
STouosns foe  SpeEry, IND85-57.
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IND145 — Susan Woll (cont’d)
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IND145 -

Susan Woll (cont’d)

IND145-3

Name: _Stsan Whil

Address:_ 2009 ALEM) Posien AT

Date: 2 Z l '¢
Moviase w1 JostB "%

Phone: § 146 30-Foogemail; 2 € Loy RUCTLEW? GMAIL. Cok

Ms. Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First St., N.E.

Washington, D.C. 20426

Re:  Docket CP14-96 - Algonquin/Spectra Gas Transmission, LLC

Dear Secretary Bose:

T respectfully request that the Commission consider the impact of the proposed new
pipeline “loop” through the Hamlet of Verplanck and expauded pipeline through the Town of
Cortlandt, New York, and reject this project.

Several latge energy and industrial facilities presently exist in proximity to the site of the
proposed Algonquin landfall in Verplanck: Indian Point Nuclear Reactors 1, 2 & 3; Continental
Gypsum Plant; RESCO garbage burning facility; power facilities in Stony Point and Haverstraw,
NY; and, the 1,000 MW Champlain-Hudson power cable, which FERC recently approved,
Massive quantities of power, energy, and pollution are concentrated in a very small area of our
community tight now. How much mote can one smiall ity safely date?

Algonquin’s route is bly d Within a mile from the proposed route you
will find several schools, churches, and thousands of private homes. An explosion of a gas line
of this magnitude in our area would be catastrophic. Our volunteer fire department is not
equipped to handle such a disaster. The proposed pipeline will run under high voltage power
lines, numerous fault lines, and close to what is proposed by West Point Partners - a high voltage
power converter station and 1,000 MW buried cable on the same property.

This project will substantially impact all who reside along the existing smaller gas line as
this project cuts across Westcl County to C icut and beyond. There is no indicated
benefit to the residents of the State of New York. Please reject the application as it has been
presented.
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(L ARDIL \jyg pua. DVEKASE .

IND145-3

IND-201

An evaluation of the cumulative impacts of the Project in combinatiop wit_h
other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future projects is provided in

section 4.13 of the EIS.
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IND146 — Rita Beckman

20140924-4044¢ FERC PDF {Unofficial) 09/24/2014

FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION
ALGONQUIN INCREMENTAL MARKET PROJECT (DOCKET No. CP14-96-000)

Comments can be: (1) left with a FERC representative; (2) mailed to the addresses below or (3) electronically filed'.

Please send one copy referenced to Docket No.
CP14-96-000 10 the address below.

For Official Filing:

Kimberly D, Bose, Secretary

Federal Energy Regulatory Cominission
888 First Street, NE, Room 1A
Washington, DC 20426

COMMENTS: (PLEASE PRINT) [continue on back of page if necessary]
WO ) M s S ey Bew b 5p IND146-1 fSee the response to _comr_'nerjt FI'_4-_4. We als_o note that t_he comme_ntor is
/ improperly referencing liquid oil pipeline spill data that is not applicable to

p i N ‘ T i L .. . .
E o« wuse pachiblovess T o web  beyer incident data for a natural gas transmission pipeline.
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spilt ia 2003 Oub dougel LoV 201Y oo 40 reductioq

Commentor’s Name and Mailing Address (Please Print)
0ita Pec b
z/ walled o
g/ eodton, M /] oz di~g

! The Commission encourages ic filing of See 18 Code of Federal Regulations 385.2001()(1)(iii) and the
instructions on the Commission's Internet website at hitp://www. fere.gov under the link to *Documents and and “eFiling.” eFiling
is a file atlachment process and requires that you prepare your submission in the same manner as you woul g on paper, and save it
to a file on your hard drive. New cFiling users must first ereate an account by clicking on “Sign up” or “cRegister.” You will be asked to
seleet the Lype of filing you are making. This filing is considered a “Comment on Filing.” All comments submitted under eFiling are
placed in the public record for the specified docket or project number(s).
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IND146 — Rita Beckman (cont’d)

INDI146-1
{cont'd)

IND146-2

INDI146-3

20140924-4044 FER{ PDF {Unoffic¢ial) 08/24/2014
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See the response to comment IND146-1.

Comment noted.
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IND147 — Monika Caffrey
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IND147-1

monika caffrey, Verplanck, NY.

Dear Secretary Bose:

Please accept these comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
for the proposed AIM pipeline expansion, particularly as affects
Westchester County, New York.

We urge the FERC to withdraw the DEIS until the following are addressed
fully.

Refrain from a decision until the Nuclear Regulatory Commission can
complete a full impact analysis based on the proximity of a larger
capacity pipeline, laid along a new route, near the Indian Poinl Energy
Center.

IND147-1

IND-204

See the response to comment FA4-25.
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IND148 — Benjamin Martin

IND148-1

IND148-2

IND148-3

LULBUILOTIUUY FBAC FUE \ULULLLGLGL] F/ L4/ 4ULE Dil4ias En

Benjamin Martin, Wallingford, CT.

On behalf of 350CT would like to point out the risk and dangers that
Connecticut would face by expanding this pipeline. Natural gas pipelines
have been proven to leak toxic chemicals and methane gas and the
compressor stations, that would also be expanded, have been shown to emit
an unacceptable amount of pollution. The proposed expansion would
increase these emissions because the additional volume and pressure of
natural gas being transported. It would also increase the risk to CT
citizens of explosicns like those that have happened in recent years in
Brooklyn, New York, Middletion, CT and Springfield, MA.

The problem with bearing these risks is that the people of Connecticut
would gain no benefit. THe current supply of natural gas is sufficient
to meet customer demand and demand has been decreasing due to energy
efficiency programs. The only possible purpose of the expanded pipeline
would be to move natural gas, most likely extracled by hydro
fracturing(fra ng}, through our beautiful state to cther areas in
addition to the Atlantic coast so it can be exported. We, the people of
CT, should not have to bear the danger of this pipeline for Spectra's

profit.
At a time when the United Naticns, and every scientific body around the
world, is imploring nations and governments to reduce global warming

emissions, we should not be building new fossil fuel infrastructure.
Given t data, only one conclusion can be reached for an Environmental
Impact Statement: There is no safe natural gas.

We have the technology to build renewable energy to meat all of our
current and future heating, electricity and transportation demands. Marc
Jacobson from Stanford Uniersity has shown that Connecticut and every
state in the U.S. has the ability to transition to 100% renewable energy.
The time for this tran ion is now. We need to be shutting down
pipelines and building renewable energy infrastructure , not expanding
old fossil fuel pipelines and building new ones.

IND148-1

IND148-2

IND148-3

IND-205

See the response to comment CO14-54 for additional information regarding
non-route and fugitive emissions from pipeline operation. See the responses
to comments SA4-1 and SA4-9 for additional information regarding
compressor station air emission and emission impact analyses.

See the response to comment CO15-4.

See the responses to comments CO7-5 and FL2-2.
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IND149 — Stephen Kohlhase

IND149-1

20140924-5005(29800904) . txt
Su?TSZIg(n)oDescmptmn (doc-less) Motion to Intervene of Stephen D Kohlhase under
CP; -

Submission Date: 9/23/2014 5:42:45 PM

Filed Date: 9/24/2014 8:30:00 AM

Dockets

E!;i-_t-gé 000 Algonquin Gas Transmission, LLC's Abbreviated Application for a

Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity and for Related Authorizations re
its proposed Algonquin Incremental Market (AIM) Project under CP14-96.

Filing Party/Contacts:

Filing Party Signer (Representative)
other Contact (Principal)

c_o_p_s_ne@yahoo.com

Basis for Intervening:

Intervention on AIM docket CP14-96-000 in regard to the DEIS not addressing
vibration, hum and flutter problems associated with Iroquois (IGTS) Market Access
CP- 02-31-002 (NE-07), Algonquin (AGT) Ramapo Expansion- CP-06-76-000 (NE-07)
Iroquois 08/09 Expansion- CP-07-457. As filed in FERC Accession 201407075016 - July
7, 2014 and other filings. uUntil these problems are resolved the AIM permit cannot
be approved

Page 1

IND149-1

IND-206

A review of the current service list for this docket indicates that Mr.

Kohlhase has been added as a party to the proceeding.

Individuals



IND150 — Lauren Porosoff
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IND150-1 Lauren Porosoff, Scarsdale, NY.
The Draft Environmental Impact Statement fails to account for the risk
analysis of a new 42" pipeline segment crossing the Hudson River and
entering Cortlandt, NY only 1500 feet from the Indian Point Nuclear
Energy Center with its 40 years of spent fuel rods, on two fault
and intersecting with two proposed 1000-megawatt power lines.
expert Paul Blanch has testified that the damage from a pi
explosion in this area would cause greater damage than the Fukishima
disast. Pipeline explesions are commen enough that this is a very real

IND150-2 | PO bility. A Supplement. DEIS must be prepared for review and public
comment when all of the critical studies and information are completed.

IND150-1

IND150-2

IND151 - Joyce Newman
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Joyce H. Newman, New Rochelle, NY.

As a long-time Westchester resident and grandmother of three, I am very
opposed to the proposed gas transmission pipelines near our homes as
there is a risk of explosion near Indian Point.

INDISI-1

IND151-1

IND-207

See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA4-2, and SA7-4.

See the responses to comments FA4-1 and SA1-12.

Comment noted. See also the response to comment FA4-25.

Individuals



IND152

— Peter Wolf

IND152-1

IND152-2

INDI152-3

IND152-4
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Peter D. Wolf, Hastings-on-Hudson, NY.

I am opposed to the expansion of the Algonguin Gas Transmission (AIM)
pipeline, because of its proximity to the Indian Point Nuclear Facility
at Buchanan, NY.

In fact, T am opposed to the continued existence of the pipeline near
Tndian Point. The combination of a pipeline near a nuclear facility only
enhances the potential for a devastating incident to both the pipeline
and the nuclear plant, even if the original cause of the incident
emanated from only one of these facilities.

We know that there can be supposedly natural causes to an explosion, such
as an earthquake, especially as the Indian Point and the pipeline are
very close to two significant seismic faults. Moreover, a small
earthquake or a moderate earthquake hundreds of miles away could cause a
fissure, and that leak can be ignited by another source, causing untold
damage to the facilities and surrounding areas, which, it should be
noted, cannot be realistically evacuated in a reasonable period of
There can be many other natural causes that could devastate a pipeline,
such as the 13 inches of rain in 24 hours, which fell last month about 40
miles away, or a storm surge even larger than Sandy, to say nothing of a
destructive tornado or hurricane, especially since the site is next to
the Hudson River.

ime.

Then there is the possibility of a terror attack from enemies abroad
such as the World Trade CenlLer, or even domestically, like at Cklahoma
City.

However, the biggest threat of all comes from human error. Regardless of
whether one looks at the Deepwater Horizon or other recent catastrophes
like Fukushima, where both the Japanese government and the nuclear
operator admitted that the incident was preventable, human actions were a
major contributor to the tragedy.

Finally, if the pipeline were expanded, and there were an incident with a
pipeline much bigger than it is today, it is likely more gas would escape
over the same period of time, probably resulting in a significantly
increased damage to the facilities, surrounding areas, and perhaps the
entire region.

Put most simply, the expansion of the pipeline is not worth the risk of
dire results from an incident, especially because it is but a few hundred
feet away from the Indian Point nuclear facility.

Thus, the application for expansion of the Algongquin gas pipeline should
be denied.

IND152-1

IND152-2

IND152-3
IND152-4

IND-208

See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA4-2, and SA14-11.

Pipeline incident data and causes, including natural forces, are presented in
section 4.12.2 of the EIS. The line would be buried, shielding it from
many such disasters, and other protective measures such as erosion control;
concrete-coated pipe where negative buoyancy is expected; and avoiding,
to the extent possible, locating aboveground facilities in floodplains are
among the design measures employed against natural disasters.

See the response to comment CO7-6.

Pipeline incident data and causes, including natural forces, are presented in
section 4.12.2 of the EIS. See also the response to comment FA4-25.

Individuals



IND153 — Margarita Spinetti

IND153-1
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Margarita Spinetti, Bastchester, NY.
Dear FERC,

I've been living in Eastchester for a long time, with my children and
grandchildren. My daughter lives with her five year old son in Golden
Bridge, in close proximity to Indian Point. I am very scared of the
proposed expansicn of the gas transmission pipeline near Indian Point. I
do not Lthink it is fare for the Westchester residents to live with fear
for their safety. If something happens, it can hurt millions of people in
New York area, and consequences of the explosicn of this huge gas
pipeline near the nuclear plant can be enormous. My family opposes the
AIM project.

Sincerely,

Margarita Spinet

Lastchester, NY, 10709

IND153-1

IND-209

See the response to comment FA4-25.

Individuals



IND154 — Julie Doebler
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Julie Doebler, Croton-on-hudscn, NY.

I writing as a concerned citizen regarding Spectra Energy’s expansion HSH H H H H H H H
SUSTRCE, DF TET Rlgonaiin Thotatental Market (ATHY nnbural camiipelines s IND154-1 !Economlc impacts gssouate(_i with _the Project, including public service
do not think that Lhe existing EIP performed to date satisfies the risk infrastructure, are discussed in section 4.9.3 of the EIS. See also the
assessmenl of this project and it's unfathomable threats to many
communities in the !'E;estchester area, including mine - Croton-on-Hudson. responses to comments FA4'25' SA4'2' and SA7-4.
These are small towns with all emergency services, most volunteer
based. Even the slightesl issues resulting from this construction could
leave these Lowns devastated. We are not strangers to risk. We know how
close we live to the power plants. We know there are fault lines, and
sensitive power stations. We don'lL deserve to be subjected to even more
risk. Westchester County does not need to be the Energy Capital of the
country.

IND154-1

We are an educated and fair community who have not yet resolved to give
in to big business and government corruption. We believe in clean energy.
We understand the importance of the power plants. Bul the due diligence IND154-2 See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA4-1, SA4-9, SA4-10, and SA4-
is not even close to satisfactory for assessing the risks involved to the 15

communities, this environment and the human beings who'll be working on :

this pipeline.

INDI154-2

T implore, PLEASE call for COMPREHENSIVE, INDEPENDENT and TRANSPARENT
assessments of Spectra Energy’s AIM pipeline expansion project fully
addressing all impacts and including baseline air testing, a risk
assessment, a State Environmental Quality Review (SEQR), and a Health
Impact Assessment (UIA} before approving this project.

IND-210 Individuals
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IND155-1

IND155-2

IND155-3

IND155-4

IND155-5

IND155-6

IND155-7

IND155-8

IND-211

See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA7-4, and SA4-9.

See the response to comment CO15-4.

See the responses to comments SA4-1 and SA4-9.

See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA4-2, and SA7-4.

See the response to comment CO14-54 for additional information regarding
non-routine and fugitive emissions from pipeline operation.

See the responses to comments SA4-1, SA4-9, and CO16-9.

See the response to comment SA4-9.

See the response to comment SA4-4.

Individuals



IND155 - Elizabeth Meyer-Gross (cont’d)
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IND155-9 See the response to comment SA4-3.
IND155-9 tion for all d ¢
Lruc and ¢ ations
i unplanr
TR / be evalu IND155-10 See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA4-9, and SA4-15.
pipeline 200
- at this tim T
done before rmits are issued.
PR IND155-11 See the response to comment SA4-3.
alert all
ities within Westc
IND155-12 See the response to comment SA4-10.
INDIS5-12
INDISS-13 IND155-13 See the responses to comments FA4-25 and SA4-2.
IND155-14 Comment noted.
IND155-14

issues.

consideration of these se

adjacent Zo Korth Salem and ScuthEast
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IND156 — Kate Schapira
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IND156-1 Kate Schapira, Providence, RI.
I am a Rhode Island resident writing to oppose the Algonquin Incremental
Market Project's proposed expansicn of a natural gas pipeline running
through Rhode Island and Massachusetts. I am concerned about on-site
environmental damage, an increase in pollution in already-polluted areas,
and the increased potential for burning greenhouse gases.

IND156-1

IND-213

See the responses to comments SA4-1 and SA4-9. See also the response to
comment CO12-13 for additional information regarding GHG impact
assessments prepared for the Project.

Individuals



IND157 — Mary McMahon
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IND157-1

th to ate t
provide anothe

INDI57-2

INDI57-3
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IND157-5

IND157-6

INDI57-7

IND157-1

IND157-2

IND157-3
IND157-4

IND157-5

IND157-6

IND157-7

IND-214

See the responses to comments FA6-5 and IND92-2 regarding the
comment period and public input opportunities, and the response to
comment LA3-2 regarding the mailing list and the inclusion of individuals
beyond abutters.

We are not sure what study the comment is referencing. Boston Gas
Company is a subsidiary of National Grid, USA. As indicated in
section 1.1 of the EIS, Boston Gas is used as an acronym for Boston Gas
Company d/b/a National Grid.

Section 1.1 discusses the purpose and need for the Project.

See the response to comment FAG-1.

See the response to comment SA4-5.

See the responses to comments SA4-10 and SA11-4.

Measures to minimize impacts on residences are discussed in section
4.8.3.1 of the EIS. Site-specific residential plans for residences within

50 feet of the proposed construction work area are provided in appendix H,
including residences near the intersection of Grove Street and Centre
Street. A traffic management plan is provided in appendix G.

Individuals



IND157 — Mary McMahon (cont’d)
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mpis7g |7

IND157-8 See the responses to comments FA6-1 and IND54-5.

IND157-9

IND157-9 See the response to comment FA6-1. The 100 to 150 trucks identified in the
Traffic Management Plan for the West Roxbury Lateral in the draft EIS was
a reference to the current volume of trucks that visit the quarry on a typical
day, which, as indicated in the plan, translates into roughly 200 to 300 truck
trips on a typical weekday. This is meant to reflect the current conditions at
the site. It is our understanding that although preliminary information on the
filling of the quarry was provided to the MassDEP in January 2014, no
specific plan has been proposed or authorizations requested. The type of soil
to be used in the reclamation appears to be under debate. Therefore, any
future plans are speculative at this point. In addition, reclamation of the site
would likely need to occur over decades. As a result, any overlap with
construction of the AIM Project seems unlikely. Further, a filling and
closing of the quarry would negate many of the same commentor’s concerns
regarding quarry blasting impacts on the of the AIM Project.

IND1S7-10 | EO

INDIS7-11 I

IND157—12|

eline near a Nu
isast Where

IND157-10 Environmental studies have been conducted on the property. The property

IND157-13
’ known as "Centre Marsh" is described in section 4.8.5.3.

IND157-11 See the response to comment CO15-4.

IND157-12 See the response to comment SA4-4. The properties and hazards of
methane are discussed in section 4.12 of the EIS. See also the response to
comment FL4-4 regarding Spectra's incident rate.

IND157-13 See the response to comment FA4-25. Refer to table 2.1.2-1 in the EIS for
the location of aboveground launcher/receiver facilities. See also the
responses to comments SA4-4 and LA5-18.

IND-215 Individuals



IND158 — Courtney Williams

IND158-1

IND158-2

20140925-5068 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 9/25/2014 12:11:05 PM

As cited in the DEIS, the area through which this pipeline will pass includes several areas
designated as crucial in the Croton-to-Highlands Biodiversity Plan. Of particularly note is Sylvan
Glen/Granite Knolls Park Preserve, will be bisected by the pipeline right of way.

The DEIS states "Much of the proposed pipeline routes are located along existing rights-of-way
and in areas that are already developed and highly fragmented. As a result, the forested areas
that are present are predominantly edge habitats that are unlikely to support forest interior
species. Therefore, the effect on forest-dwelling wildlife would be minimal. Tree clearing for the
construction and maintenance of the Stony Point to Yorktown Take-up and Relay segment
would fragment small areas of continuous forest. However, the Project would not contribute
significantly to forest fragmentation."

Peer-reviewed, primary scientific literature contests this conclusion. Rich et al in Conservation
Biology 2002 found, "Corridor widths as narrow as 8 meters produce forest fragmentation
effects in part by attracting cowbirds and nest predators to corridors and adjacent forest
interiors. The most serious implication of this study is that narrow forest-dividing corridors may
function as ecological traps for forest-interior Neotropical migrants. We suggest that these
widespread corridors may be inconspicuous but important contributors to declines of forest-
interior nesting species in eastern North America." Eight meters is only 26ft, far less than the
75ft work area proposed for Blue Mountain.

The DEIS mentions Sylvan Glen only in regards to its recreational activities. This is a
mischaracterization.

Miller and Klemens characterize Sylvan Glen's 1200 acres as a Biotic Planning Unit: "BPUs are
high-quality habitats greater than 1,000 acres, which therefore have the potential to support
development-sensitive species in the long-term. They are defined in exactly the same way as
biodiversity hubs with one key exception—they are fragmented and isolated from other
habitats by heavily-trafficked roads, high-density development, or other factors. Although they
are not part of larger corridors, BPUs contain high levels of biodiversity that should be planned
for. In fact, management within BPUs is particularly important because if species with lower
dispersal capabilities (e.g., amphibians, reptiles, many plant species) become extirpated from
them, their populations will not be replenished from outside “source” habitats due to the lack
of habitat connectivity."

So, while Sylvan Glen is fragmented in the sense that it isolated from other forested areas, the
forest which composes Sylvan Glen is not fragmented. Due to the existing 50ft ROW, the
pipeline already bisects the forest and likely introduces edge forest. Using Robinson et al's
250m edge calculation, Sylvan Glen consists of 1.15 square miles (736 acres) of interior, high-
quality forest less the 245 acres that includes the ROW and resulting edge forest it introduces.

In discussion of Sylvan Glen, Miller and Clemens state clearly, "A diverse assemblage of
development-sensitive species are found here, including spotted and slimy salamanders, red-
spotted newts, gray treefrogs, wood frogs, pileated woodpeckers, black-and-white warblers,

IND158-1

IND158-2

IND-216

See the responses to comments IND84-20 and IND84-24.

See the response to comment IND84-23.

Individuals



IND158 — Courtney Williams (cont’d)
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IND158-2
(cont'd)

IND158-3

ovenbirds, northern and Louisiana waterthrushes, and wood thrushes. This biotic planning unit
currently contains significant, unfragmented habitats. Town- owned preserved areas lie atits
north and south ends. Poorly planned development of privately owned lands in between these
preserved areas would fragment this BPU into smaller habitats that would be unable to support
the focal species currently found there. Protection of privately owned portions (through
preservation or land use planning tools) should be a priority."

The current plan by Algonquin calls for a permanent loss of 1 acre of Sylvan Glen for the pigging
station. Given the station's proximity to Stoney Street, it will not contribute significantly to
reduction in interior forest. However, the DEIS states that Spectra/Algonquin would like 15
acres of Sylvan Glen for a ware yard for a duration of many years. The introduction of that
ware yard will result in the loss of approximately 61 acres of interior forest when accounting for
the ware yard acreage and the resulting edge forest it will create. That is over 10% of the parks
total acreage. Three years of constant construction traffic and work will certainly impact
resident populations, though the DEIS makes no mention of this. If the ROW is extended for the
work area, additional acres of interior forest will be lost and the forest further fragmented.

As Miller and Clemens state, Sylvan Glen is critical for biodiversity in the Croton-to-Highlands

area because it is an isolated patch of forest rich in biodiversity. They state unequivocally that
further fragmentation of the park into smaller habitats would render it unable to support the
focal species currently found there. The AIM project would significantly fragment Sylvan Glen.

In short, scientific literature indicate that Sylvan Glen is not simply edge forest, but a crucial
biotic planning unit. The DEIS completely mischaracterizes this, and other areas. Thus, the DEIS
is incomplete and inaccurate in this regard. This also raises the question of whether other areas
along the pipeline route are similarly mischaracterized and thus absent from the DEIS.

In order for the FERC to adequately assess the impact of this project, Algonquin must resubmit
their analysis of this and other areas mischaracterized as fragmented, edge forest. They must
account for the loss of habitat and the impact on biodiversity of populations therein. How does
Algonquin propose to avoid further fragmenting Sylvan Glen Preserve. What loss of habitat will
occur? There should be additional discussion of how the loss of 61 acres of interior forest from
Sylvan Glen (over 10% of the total acreage) can be avoided or repaired. If that loss cannot be
avoided or repaired, what alternate routes does Algonquin propose? What size ROW will be
maintained in each of these areas? Can these ROWs be limited to 25ft or less to avoid
introducing an edge and fragment the interiors of these preserves? How will these ROWSs be
maintained? Mowing? Herbicides? How will these various forms impact the habitat and
biodiversity, and which will have the least impact? Will the Algonquin agree to use the method
that minimizes the impact as much as possible?

Rich et al http://onlinelibrary. wiley.com/doi/10.1046/j.1523-1739.1994.08041109.x/abstract
Robinson et al http://ww.prbo.org/cms/docs/terre/Robinsonetal 1985science. pdf
Miller and Clemens http://www.yorktownny.org/planning/croton-highlands-biodiversity-plan

IND158-3

IND-217

Comment noted. See the responses to comments IND84-23, IND84-24,
IND-84-25, IND84-26, and IND84-4.

Individuals



IND158 — Courtney Williams (cont’d)
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IND158-4

IND158-5

Using data gathered at eBird.org, a site maintained by the National Audubon Society and Cornell Lab or

Ornithology, a trusted a widely used source of data on bird populations, numerous E L
Threatened, or Special Concern species will be impacted by this project.

Near the site of the Hudson drilling the following species have been found at Georges Island, Stony
Point, Charles Point, Steamboat Riverfront Park:

Bald Eagles

Red-shouldered Hawks

Peregrin Falcons

American Black Duck

Cooper's Hawk

Osprey

Common Raven

In Blue Mountain Reservation, a designated biodiversity hub that will be completely bisected by the
pipeline, the worm-eating warbler, a special concern species has been sited.

In Blue Mountain, the combination of the loss of forest for the ROW and the introduction of edge forest
along its perimeter would result in the loss of approximately 400 acres of interior forest from Blue
Mountain Reservation. 400 acres is one quarter of the entire park! This project, as proposed would
result in loss or conversation to edge forest, of approximately 25% of the parks total acreage! In short,
Blue Mountain is not edge forest, it is not fragmented, it supports forest-interior species. This will
destroy habitat that currently supports the species named. At present, the 6 ft ROW does not constitute
a fragmentation barrier of much import. However, the 75ft work area will result in forest fragmentation
and the introduction of edge forest right through the center of the Reservation.

Additionally, data from the New York Natural Heritage Program database indicates that Canada warbler,
northern waterthrush, wood thrush, black-throated green warbler, and eastern towhee species are
located on Georges Island. In Blue Mountain, barred owls, pileated woodpeckers, wood thrushes,
ovenbirds, and Lousiana waterthrushes can also be found. In the Pleasantside wetlands, south and east
of Blue M. i ituting the head lands for Furnace Brook, Canada warblers, pileated
woodpeckers, worm-eating warblers and others can be found.

What impact will the pipeline have on those populations? The Blue Mountain Reservation, and
surrounding areas, as well as Georges Island and surrounding areas have been deemed crucial areas for
supporting biodiversity (http://www.yorktownny.org/planning/croton-highlands-biodiversity-plan). This
project is proposed to run through or close to those sites. How will the project impact the Endangered,
Threatened, or Special Concern bird species that can be found there? Will the timeline of the projectin
those area negatively impact nesting, breeding, foraging of these species? Will the project disrupt food
sources for these species?

How will these ROWSs be maintained? Will there be herbicides? Mowing? It has been documented that
the form of mail e caninfl the bird populati (see King et al Biological Conservation 2009)
How will the choice of maintenance impact the various bird populations in these areas?

King et al http://naldc.nal.usda.gov/download/36016/PDF

Miller and Clemens http://www.yorktownny.org/planning/croton-highlands-biodiversity-plan

IND158-4

IND158-5

IND-218

See the response to comment IND84-31.

See the response to comment IND84-4.

Individuals
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INDI58-6

INDI58-7

INDI58-8

INDI158-9

The following are issues not addressed in the DEIS.

1-Will Algonquin commission {or reimburse the district for conducting) a transparent and
independent risk-analysis study along the lines of what is required by the California Department
of Education (see Sources) to determine the risks to a school in such close proximity to a 42-
inch high pressure natural gas pipeline (and Indian Point)? According to the National Research
Council, in their publication Transmission Pipelines and Land Use: A Risk-informed Approach,
they state, “a catastrophic failure of a high-pressure natural gas transmission pipeline could
cause injury to people 100 feet or more away. For the largest and highest-pressure natural gas
pipelines, injury is possible out to 1,000 feet.” To lessen risk they suggested, “Possible land use
techniques include, for example, establishing setbacks, regulating or prohibiting certain types of
uses and structures {such as schools) near transmission pipelines.” Clearly the National
Research Council would consider allowing this pipeline in such close proximity an unwise risk.

According to Richard B. Kuprewicz, pipeline engineer and president of Accufacts (see Sources),
rupture of a high pressure natural gas line 450ft away would result in a mortality rate of 100%
within 90 seconds for unsheltered individuals, such as children playing on the B-V playground.
Kuprewicz further states, “For fixed non-pipeline facilities, fence boundary thermal flux limits
are usually set at a maximum of 5 KW/m2 or lower for new plants in many countries.” If FERC
were to consider that limit in siting this pipeline it would have to be over 2500ft from B-V. Will
Algonquin provide an early ignition pipeline rupture heat flux versus distance curve that can be
publicly reviewed and defended so that parents, administrators, public officials and staff of BV
can see for themselves the risks? If the assessment deems the risk unacceptable and the
District acts, is Spectra/Algonquin prepared to compensate the District for the loss of the
school? Will the FERC consider the outcome of such a risk assessment and choose the ‘no build”
option if the pipeline presents an undue risk to students and staff and B-v?

2-Will Algonquin finance an independent Health Impact Assessment of this project for the
District? What do independent, peer-reviewed research studies say about the health impact of
being in close proximity to the removal of the existing, decades-old pipeline? Will the pollutants
in the old pipes being removed (radon, lead, and other compounds known to be in natural gas)
be released? Will there be increased amounts of dust and debris from the work {exhaust fumes,
dust, particulate matter)? Are those with respiratory issues like asthma at increased risk from
this project? Is it safe for students to be outside for recess or sports during the construction
period? Will Spectra/Algonquin be sending notices to the homes of students, holding public
meetings or otherwise communicating the health impacts, or lack thereof?

3-If the risk to schoolchildren is ignored, will the area of pipe adjacent to B-V be designated as a
“Class 4 High Consequence Area” for purposes of pipeline safety regulations? B-V will be 450ft
from a 42-inch pipeline, well within the ~850ft HCA radius.

4-The Pipeline and Informed Planning Alliance’s Final Report of Recommended Practices from
2010 states clearly the guidelines for allowing development near pipelines. Since B-V is already
present, and the pipeline is being put in along a new route 450ft from the school, should the
same guidelines not apply? The PIPA warns that building institutional facilities (such as schools)

IND158-6 See the responses to comments FA4-25 and SA1-9.

IND158-7 See the response to comment SA1-9 regarding construction timing and SA4-
10 regarding a Health Impact Assessment. Section 4.11.1.3 of the EIS
identifies the construction emissions, including fugitive dust, and a fugitive
dust control plan.

IND158-8 See the responses to comments SA1-9 and IND84-7.

IND158-9 See the responses to comments SA1-9 and FL8-2.
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IND158-9
(cont'd)

IND158-10

IND158-11

IND158-12

that are difficult to evacuate should be done to “reduce the consequences that could result
from a transmission pipeline accident.” The report lists extensive enhancements that should be
included in buildings near transmission pipelines. “Enhanced fire protection of buildings (i.e.
automatic sprinklers, water screens, exposure protection, etc.) and/or enhanced fire endurance
{non-combustible construction, window limitation, etc.) may also be implemented to further
mitigate the impact of a potential transmission pipeline incident. NFPA 1, Fire Code, provides
minimum standards for separation distances for various occupancies based on fire endurance
(in hours) and incorporates many other NFPA codes and standards (by reference) for fire
protection. NFPA 5000 and IBC provide minimum standards for fire endurance for various
buildings.” Is Algonquin willing to compensate the District for such modifications if this new
route 450ft from the school is approved?

5-Will Algonquin and/or relevant permitting agencies inform the District when gas flow will
begin and when blow downs at local metering and compressor stations occur? Does testing or
gas flow into the new pipe pose additional risk to the B-V? Will the district be forced to update
any emergency response or evacuation plans in light of this work and the likelihood of road
closures due to construction? Will Algonquin keep the District informed of these day to day
changes so plans can be adjusted in real time?

6-If this proposed project and its associated risks necessitate the District taking out additional
insurance will Algonquin reimburse the district or will those costs be passed on to tax payers?

7-When exactly will the construction {both the horizontal drilling and the pipeline
removal/replacement) take place, during the summer or during the academic year? Will
construction require altering bus routes (the pipeline crosses 9A and will require road closure)
or pickup/dropoff procedures? Will road closures near the school impact the ability of
emergency response personnel to reach the school? Will the road closures require altering the
emergency evacuation plan for B-V?

8-Construction will proceed six days per week, 12 hours per day and include drilling, digging,
welding, heavy machinery, cranes, and large trucks. Will it impact classroom instruction? Will
outdoor recess and/or sports practices be impacted? Is Spectra/Algonquin prepared to finance
any necessary changes (soundproofing, windows, etc) the district must make to accommodate
their project or will the expense fall to tax payers?

Sources:

http://www.nap.edu/catalog.php?record id=11046
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/publications/pipa/PIPA-Report-Final-20101117.pdf
http://www.pipelinesafetytrust.com/docs/accufacts report fd ra.pdf
http://www.cde.ca.gov/ls/fa/sf/protocol07.asp

IND158-10

IND158-11
IND158-12

IND-220

See the response to comment IND84-9.

See the responses to comments LA1-10 and IND55-3.
See the responses to comments SA1-9, IND55-4, and IND84-11.
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As cited in the DEIS, the area through which this pipeline will pass includes several areas designated
as crucial in the Croton-to-Highlands Biodiversity Plan. Of particularly note are Blue Mountain
Reservation and vicinity, which will be completely bisected by the pipeline right of way.

The DEIS states "Much of the proposed pipeline routes are located along existing rights-of-way and in
areas that are already developed and highly fragmented. As a result, the forested areas that are
present are predominantly edge habitats that are unlikely to support forest interior species.
Therefore, the effect on forest-dwelling wildlife would be minimal. Tree clearing for the construction
and maintenance of the Stony Point to Yorktown Take-up and Relay segment would fragment small
areas of continuous forest. However, the Project would not contribute significantly to forest
fragmentation."

Peer-reviewed, primary scientific literature contests this conclusion. Rich et al in Conservation
Biology 2002 found, "Corridor widths as narrow as 8 meters produce forest fragmentation effects in
part by attracting cowbirds and nest predators to corridors and adjacent forest interiors. The most
serious implication of this study is that narrow forest-dividing corridors may function as ecological
traps for forest-interior Neotropical migrants. We suggest that these widespread corridors may be
inconspicuous but important contributors to declines of forest-interior nesting species in eastern
North America." Eight meters is only 26ft, far less than the 75ft work area proposed for Blue
Mountain.

Blue Mountain Reservation at 1538 acres does not fit any accepted definition of an edge

habitat. Using Robinson et al {Science 1995) definition as forest interior as that more than 250m
from an edge, Blue Mountain is approximately 2.6 square miles (1664 acres) of interior, high-quality
forest. This does not fit with the statements in the DEIS that most of this forest is edge habitat.

Miller and Klemens in their 2004 Plan characterized Blue Mountain as a biodiversity hub, key
properties being, "{1) adequate acreage (at least 1,000 acres) to support species that require large
expanses of habitat; (2) relatively high quality, non-degraded habitat conditions; and (3) linkages to
other landscape units, enabling movement among them (dispersal, migration)."

They further state, "The size of this Reservation, and the fact that it contains an assemblage of
species that indicate high-quality habitat in the northern suburbs, make it a significant biodiversity
hub." They went on to say that it provides habitat to interior forest birds and is “adequately
preserved." At present, the 6ft ROW does not constitute a fragmentation barrier; however, the 75ft
work area will result in forest fragmentation and the introduction of edge forest right through the
center of the Reservation.

The combination of the loss of forest for the ROW and the introduction of edge forest along its
perimeter would result in the loss of approximately 400 acres of interior forest from Blue Mountain
Reservation, 400 acres is one quarter of the entire park! This project, as proposed would result in
loss or conversation to edge forest, of approximately 25% of the parks total acreage! In short, Blue
Mountain is not edge forest, it is not fragmented, it supports forest-interior species. Thus, the DEIS
discounting effects on this area are inappropriate and must be reassessed.

DISS-1S | Included in the vicinity of Blue Mountain is Dickey Brook. This brook and wetlands lies completely

IND158-13

IND158-14

IND158-15

IND-221

See the responses to comments IND84-20 and IND84-24.

See the responses to comments IND84-20 and IND84-24.

See the responses to comments CO13-1 and CO13-8.

Individuals
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(cont'd)

IND158-16

IND158-17

within the proposed work area. The area routinely floods during heave rains, completely blocking
Reynolds Hill with muddy water, depositing sediment as it recedes.

Adjacent to Blue Mountain but absent from the DEIS is the Pleasantside wetlands and associated
uplands that constitute the Furnace Brook Headwater Preserve. Miller and Clemens characterized
that area as follows; "This area is east of Blue Mountain Reservation, and lies south and east of
Pleasantside. The habitat here is too small to be considered a biodiversity hub or biotic planning unit.
However, the area is noteworthy for several reasons. It contains remnant populations of
development-sensitive species (e.g., black rat snakes, gray treefrogs, Canada warblers, pileated
woodpecker, worm- eating warbler, and others). It contains the headwater wetlands of Furnace
Brook (some of which is protected locally as a park). It also includes a diversity of wetlands (including
ponds, forested wetlands, shrub swamps, and emergent marsh). Most of these wetlands have been
ringed tightly by development. Wetland-rich landscapes such as this are particularly important for
biodiversity; development in such areas should be planned carefully to avoid further impacts to
wetland biota."

The pipeline bisects the Furnace Brook Headwater Preserve completely. The impacts of this bisection
on the biodiversity, wetlands, and water quality are not addressed in the DEIS,

In short, scientific literature indicate that the areas of Blue Mountain and vicinity are not simply edge
forest, but a biodiversity hub and habitat fragment of concern. The DEIS completely mischaracterizes
or omits (in the case of Furnace Brook) these areas. Thus, the DEIS is incomplete and inaccurate in
this regard. This also raises the question of whether other areas along the pipeline route are similarly
mischaracterized and thus absent from the DEIS.

In order for the FERC to adequately assess the impact of this project, Algonquin must resubmit their
analysis of these and other areas mischaracterized as fragmented, edge forest. They must account
for the loss of habitat and the impact on biodiversity of populations therein. How does Algonquin
propose to avoid fragmenting Blue Mountain forest and further fragmenting the Furnace Brook
Headwater Preserve? What loss of habitat will occur? There should be additional discussion of how
the loss of 400 acres from Blue Mountain (approximately 25% of the total acreage) can be avoided or
repaired. If thatloss cannot be avoided or repaired, what alternate routes does Algonquin
propose? What size ROW will be maintained in each of these areas? Can these ROWs be limited to
25ft or less to avoid introducing an edge and fragmenting the interiors of these preserves? How will
these ROWSs be maintained? Mowing? Herbicides? How will these various forms impact the habitat
and biodiversity, and which will have the least impact? Will the Algonquin agree to use the method
that minimizes the impact as much as possible?

Rich et al http://onlinelibrary. wiley.com/doi/10.1046/j.1523-1739.1994.08041109.x/abstract
Robinson et al http://ww.prbo.org/cms/docs/terre/Robinsonetal1985science.pdf
Miller and Clemens http://www.yorktownny.org/planning/croton-highlands-biodiversity-plan

IND158-16

IND158-17

IND-222

Comment noted. Sections 4.3.2.6 and 4.4.3 of the EIS discuss impacts and
mitigation to surface waters and wetlands. See the response to comment

IND84-24.

Comment noted. See the responses to comments IND84-23, IND84-24,

IND-84-25, IND84-26, and IND84-4.
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See the responses to comments FA4-25 and SA1-9. A discussion of an
alternative (northern) route for crossing the Hudson River, which would
avoid the new segment of pipeline near the Buchanan-Verplanck
Elementary School, is included in section 3.5.1 of the EIS.

See the response to comment SA7-5.

See the response to comment FA4-25.

See the response to comment FL7-4.
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IND159-23

IND159-24

IND159-25

TND159-26

IND159-28

IND159-29

INDI159-30

IND159-22

IND159-23
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IND159-25
IND159-26
IND159-27

IND159-28

IND159-29

IND159-30
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See the responses to comments SA11-14 and SA11-15. Survey results are
included in the final EIS, but the specific survey locations of sensitive
species are not provided due to the sensitive nature of the information.
However, survey results would be utilized during consultations with
jurisdictional agencies regarding avoidance, minimization, and mitigation of
impacts.

Algonquin proposes to coordinate with Westchester County on any specific
conditions required for the county construction permit.

Comment noted. Wetlands and vernal pools have been delineated and
Algonquin would coordinate with regulatory agencies regarding impacts and
mitigation.

Comment noted.
See the responses to comments IND84-24 and IND84-25.

Section 4.5.4.1 of the EIS provides additional information regarding
revegetation, invasive species control, and post-construction monitoring.
Algonquin would implement the measures in its E&SCP and Invasive Plant
Species Control Plan to minimize impacts on vegetation within the
construction and permanent rights-of-way.

See the responses to comments IND84-20 and IND84-24. Section 4.6.2.3 of
the EIS describes general impacts and measures that would be implemented
to minimize impacts on aquatic resources in the Project area.

Montrose Station Road would not be widened; however, it is anticipated that
construction activities would require the clearing of raspberry plants.
Impacts would be temporary due to planned restoration and revegetation
efforts. Section 4.3.2.3 of the EIS discusses potential impacts on
waterbodies and mitigation measures including those to minimize/prevent
erosion and siltation.

See the responses to comments SA11-14, SA11-15, and IND84-4.
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Below are maps of the areas that will be impacted by pipeline
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Lawrence Licklider, WABAN, MA.
Dear Federal Agent,

I hold advanced degrees in chemistry (Ms, PhD) and have trained and
worked professionally in Human Biosciences and Pharmaceutical Science.
With my wife Catherine, also a PhD scientislL, I am raising two hard-
working nine-year old children. I am opposing the Algonquin Incremental
Market Project.

Like many scientists I marched alongside on Sept. 21 in the Climate March
in NYC, I understand that we are between a hard (and hotter) rock and a
hard place made intolerably harder if we can not source enough energy
production. However, we must not make investments in bringing more
natural gas to points where existing pipelines can transport it toc LNG
facilities and export to markets beyond. We must not do this because we
are now on a path to exceeding an appreaching 2deg Celcius temperature
limit that broad scientific consensus has set. Beyond that 2deg
temperature limit exists intolerable odds of our carbon emissions leading
directly to unaffordable and unforeseeable moral and economic
consequences. Plenty of evidence feor this exists as we are continuing to
find out. The effects from GHG emissicns from current NG combustion rates
will be irreversible for many generations, as will be ice loss, warming
seas (melting more ice), and drying out of vast regions of our northern
hemisphere where over 80% of world's population lives. The debale is
over, the facts are in, we need to act swiftly to procure our energy
sources in renewable forms.

A women who was the kindergarden teacher for our children lives very
nearby the West Roxbury, MA guarry site for a planned condenser station
that is part of the pipeline project. I am very familiar with the
adjoining neighborhood. Tt is ghastly to imagine that a pipeline project
of this scale may be placed in that neighborhood. &nd clearly, the reason
is simply that the route to existing pipeline (and to LNG production
ultimately) needs Lo cross through West Roxbury. I am opposed to such
disregard for the public safety in pursuit of Spectrum Energy profits!
The concerns for public safebty raised by this pipeline project are
intolerable. Objections also are raised by what would be carried in the
pipeline, 'fracked' gas, which the 'fracking' industry produces with the
help of government subsidies and exemptions from clean air and water act,
from safe drinking water acl, and from epa hazardous chemical oversight.
This 'fuel' must be replaced at the earliest possible stage as we
continue to find our resolve to procure renewable safe energy sources.

IND160-1

IND160-2

IND160-3

IND160-4

IND-229

Comment noted.

See the responses to comments CO15-4 stating that this Project is not for
export and CO12-13 for additional information regarding GHG impact
assessments prepared for the Project.

See the responses to comments FA6-1 and LA14-4. See sections 1.1 and
3.4.3 of the EIS regarding the purpose and need of the Project facilities.

Comment noted.
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FERC public hearing on the AIM pipeline expansion project, September 16, 2014
Peter Nightingale

Professor of Physics

University of Rhode Island

Kingston, RT 02881

The proposed pipeline expansion will bring more fracked natural gas to Rhode Island.
This is a terrible idea!

We should be growing a sustainable, distributed system of power generation.
Instead, as Larry Wilkerson, Colin Powell's former chief of staff, formulated it, our policy
is: “let’s just keep being predators and watch the planet cast us off, because the planct is

going to cast us off, or at least a sizable majority of us."

Rhode Island will import more natural gas, and it will export death and destruction to the
people near the drilling sites and Rhode Island will contribute to global warming.

Most of the wells are now located in Pennsylvania, but extreme-extraction wells are
short-lived and they are spreading like wildfire across the US.

Maps of the RI Department of Health show a higher prevalence of asthma insurance
claims in the section of Burrillville near the gas compressor station. Is it causing this?

That is not clear, but is ignorance a solid basis for the planned expansion?

Our governors and congressional delegations are unwavering in their support of the 1%.
They have lined up behind this supposedly "Green Bridge to Hell."

They have also tried to make these vital decisions behind closed doors.

They claim that pipeline expansion will lower the price of fuel, but the gas may end up
going to world market where its price is much higher than in the US.

‘We have to stop this crime against the People and against Life on Earth!

The first victims are always the vulnerable communities, be it in West Virginia or be it in
Pennsylvania. Join us in this lament!

IND161-1

IND161-2

IND161-3

IND-230

See the responses to comments FA4-24 and FL2-2.

See the responses to comments SA4-1 and SA4-9.

Comment noted.
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IND161 — Peter Nightingale (cont’d)

The attachments to this letter are too voluminous to include in this EIS. They are available for viewing on
the FERC website at http://www.ferc.gov. Using the “cLibra; link, select “General Search™ from the
eLibrary menu, enter the selected date range and “Docket No.” excluding the last three digi ., CP14-
96-000), and follow the instructions. For assistance please contact FERC Online Support at
FERCOnlineSupporti@ferc.gov or toll free at 1-866-208-3676, or for TTY, contact 202-502-8659. The
Category/Accession number for this submittal is 20140925-5073.
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Rachel Fenty, Verplanck, NY.

This pro t can not move forward. The town of Cortlandt and the Hudson
River can not be the dumping ground for every energy company locking for
a cheap way to get by. This community takes enough garbage and to add
this pipeline will greatly effect the health and safety of our children.
To place a pipeline 42" from a elementary school is so dangerous not to
mention its only 1500ft from a NUCLEAR POWER PLANT. This is going to make
us a targebt for terrorists and is a serious safety concern. This project
needs to be revised. THIS IS NOT SAFE.

IND162-1

IND-232

See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA1-9, and CO7-6.
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Comment noted.

See the response to comment FA4-25.

Section 4.12.1 of the EIS discusses federal safety standards for natural gas
pipelines and how these standards are applied in HCAs. Section 4.12.3 of
the EIS discusses safety-related concerns and other specific measures that
Algonquin has proposed or that we are recommending to further address
public safety concerns. See also the responses to comments FA4-25, SA4-
1, SA4-9, LA23-21, and IND1-3 regarding safety, noise, air
quality/emissions.

The EIS identifies the impacts of the Project associated with the topics
mentioned, including proposed mitigation measures.

See the response to comment CO15-4. As indicated in section 1.1 of the
EIS, shippers on the Project are all New England local distribution
companies or municipal utilities, including deliveries to Connecticut,
Rhode Island, and Massachusetts.
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Jean M Walsh, Pe
Maggie Suter at
Algonquin Incremental Market Project, Docket # CP14-96-000

ekskill, NY.
C

The DEIS we were given to review for comment is incomplete and
flawed. As a college professor I would reject such a submission from my
students and 1 am imploring FERC to do the same. The stakes for my
students involve a grade. The stakes regarding the DEIS involve residence
health and welfare. If, given the stakes, I would reject such an
incomplete & faulty submission FERC should do the same and sanction
Spectra for wasting the taxpayer’s time and money. This farce of a report
not only lacks a complete and in-depth analysis of the risks of a 42/°
high volume gas pipeline near Indian Point but it also contains
calculations that are flat cut wrong and misleading which, in my opinion,
nullifies this DEIS.

Spectra Energy Corp. and Spectra Energy Partners stated in NGI
(7/1/14) that they plan to expand the Algonquin Gas Transmission System
up to 1Bcf/d that would be “in addition to” what was announced in AIM,
Whatever was used by FERC to determine the impact of AIM on the
environment is therefore invalid as the expansions proposed along with
increase gas pressure, and volume of AIM does not represent what the true
impact on the environment will be as it does not take into consideration
the Atlantic Bridge project and its projected addition of 1Bcf/d. If FERC
grants permits for this believe FERC would, again, be segmenting Lhe
environmental review which bypasses what the cumulative impacts would be
of this entire prcject on our environment. This entire project requires
an extensive environmental review along with a long term risk assessment
of this project. I believe that the risks of this system, (operating at
such a high volume), as it ages should also be determined as it exists in
an area which will only see an increase in population.

When multi-billion dollar companies play fast and loose with the
numbers it makes those in this area gquestion just what else they are
capable of. With so much money at stake and the break-neck speed Spectra
is promising its fulure investors it plans to move this project at; those
in the path of this project are at risk and need to be protected by FERC
and this State. This company has noted that it does not carry enocugh
insurance to ameliocrale those impa d by a catastrophic event. We do not
know to what exlent we are at risk as, to date, those risks have not been
adequately determined because the current information is flawed
(skewed?) . Without knowing exactly how much and exactly at what pressure
this fracked gas will be traversing our county in the new pipeline we
cannot truly asses what the excess emissions will be from the facilities
needed to push this gas forward. This DEIS does not then adeguately
reflect what the impact of risks will be and how Spectra plans to deal
with them. Also, based on this information an underwriter cannot possibly
offer an insurance policy that would adequately cover all exposed risks.
At best a general policy with inadequate insurance (liability limits)
will be drawn and those in this area will become the default guarantors
of this project.

We have been lied to. We have been insulted by this so called
‘study’ . All the information needs to be independently accrued; all risks
must be studied and assessed then a draft of Lhe impact on the

IND164-1
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See the responses to comments FA4-1 and FA4-25.

See the responses to comments FA3-5 and LA12-16.

See the responses to comments LA1-10, IND85-51, and FL7-4. Section 2.1
of the EIS identifies the diameter and MAOP of each pipeline segment.
Section 4.11.1 of the EIS identifies all of the construction and operating
emissions for the Project facilities.

See the responses to comments FA4-1 and FL7-4.

Individuals



IND164 — Jean Walsh (cont’d)

IND[64-4
(cont'd)

4ULMUILALTIUVO FREAL FUC \ULULLLILLAL; /43 4UET 0:J0:iw3 £

environment can be let. After that we can make an informed comment on
this proje Right now, we do not have that. FERC needs to shut t
down and sanction Spectra for this farce in order to prevent other
companies from again wasting taxpayer monies on garbage. When all Lhe
possible impacts that this project has on the environment have been
properly evaluated along with all potential sks then FERC can produce
an accurate DEIS for review by the residence of this county. What we have
been given is a joke.

IND-235
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IND165-1 Section 3.5.2.2 of the EIS has been revised to include additional alternatives
evaluated along the West Roxbury Lateral, including one that would cross
Neponset River State Park and Stony Brook Reservation.

IND165-2 The Project would be constructed to meet or exceed all federal safety
standards, including burial depths.

IND165-3 See the responses to comments SA4-5 and IND165-1.

IND165-4 See the responses to comments FA6-1 and SA4-5. Also, section 3.4.3 has
been updated to include additional discussion regarding the siting of the
West Roxbury Lateral and sections 3.5.1.2, 3.5.1.3 and 3.5.2.2 include
discussion of the alternative routes considered for the West Roxbury Lateral.
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Tracy Basile, Ossining, NY.

The DEIS is not an honest assessment of what is going on in cur own
backyards. It should be withdrawn immediately. An analysis of the new 42
inch pipeline going across the Hudson River and entering CorLlandt only
1500 feet from Indian Point is a disaster movie coming soon to a movie
theater near us!!! This is an insanely huge risk to a highly populated
area. I urge you to withdraw the DETS and a supplemental DEIS be
submitted for public comment. Thank you.

IND166-1

IND166-2

IND-237

See the response to comment FA4-25.

See the response to comment SA1-12.
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Margery, New York, NY.

September 26, 2014

RE: FERC Comment on the Spectra Algonquin Incremental Market Project.
Docket #CP14-%26-000

The DEIS is fatally flawed and should be withdrawn to reflect the real
cumulative environmental impacts of the building of this pipeline. The
information presented to the public is incomplete; therefore depriving
the public the opportunity to address the real environmental impacts this
project will have on the North East region of the United States and
beyond into Canada.

I have written many comments to various Draft Environmental Impact

ments some submitted by Spectra Energy. None including the above
ra Algonquin project have addressed the cumulative impacts such
build-out will have on the areas not only where the pipeline will be
constructed to © to other sectors including compressor stations,
metering stations, the well sites themselves and the market destinations,

Tens of millions of pecple reside in the Northeastern region of the
United States. Spectra seems to be in a rush for approval from FERC but
in Section 4.12.3 of the DEIS, the Algonguin project is still awaiting
receipt of a potential Hazards Analysis that is currently being drafted
by Entergy. Moreover, the Algonguin has not made any final conclusion
regarding the environmental risks associated with is close proximity to
the Indian Point Energy Center(IPEC). It has not even fully assessed the
adequacy of Algonquin’s emergency response systems in case there is an
explosion in the vicinity of the IPEC.

A revised DEIS must be prepared addressing all risks involved in this
project and how Spectra plans tc deal with them if they were to occur.
The public must have the opportunity to analyze in depth any potential
safety-related conflicts because of the close proximity of IPEC tc the
Algonquin pipeline. In the meantime the DEIS should be withdrawn and
rewritten in crder that the public will have all the information it needs
to address the importanlL environmental problem of a large gas pipeline
near the Indian Point nuclear center,

Again please withdraw the present DEIS and resubmit addressing the above
concerns. Thank you.

IND167-1

IND167-2

IND167-3

IND167-4

IND-238

See the responses to comments FA4-1 and FA6-5. No impacts on Canada
would occur as a result of the Project.

The EIS includes the impacts of all components of the Project (pipeline,
compressor station, and M&R facilities). Section 4.13 of the EIS includes
our assessment of potential cumulative impacts associated with the proposed
pipeline and compressor stations along with other projects. This section
includes an update on the potential for cumulative impacts associated with
the Atlantic Bridge Project. See also the responses to comments FA3-5 and
FA4-24.

See the response to comment FA4-25.

See the responses to comments FA4-1, FA4-25, and SA1-12.

Individuals



IND168 — Nicholas Schmader
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Nicholas schmader, warwick, RI.

Expanding the A1gonqu1n p1pe11ne is_a bad idea on many levels. Transcending any
techm’ca? concerns, though still valid, is the fact that pipeline expansion allows
transport of gas released through the destructive process of hydraulic fracking. It
is proven that hydraulic fracking not only releases green house gases into the
atmosphere, but can poison local water supplies near the fracking activity. It'
also extreme1y troubling that we don't know the concoction of chemicals mJected
into the ground and, unl e'I'levab'Iy companies involved in fracking aren’t Tlegally
bound to so inform the pub The overarching reason for rejecting this pipeline
expansion is that climate change is real. Thus, carbon fuels must be supplanted by
clean renewables.

Although the most compelling reasons to reject this pipeline transcend any of the
various nodes such as the pumping station in Burriville, RI, local safety and
environmental concerns are also important. Significantly increased pumping pressures
do increase the potential for massive leaks. Corporations may claim that suc
facilities are completely safe with a redundancy of seahng systems, but that would
be an exaggeration as we've seen in other "fail safe” claims.

I urge you to reject any expansion of the Algonquin pipeline. Please allow long

range vision to guide your decisions rather than the profits for stakeholders in
energy corporations.

Page 1

IND168-1

IND168-2

IND168-3

IND-239

See the responses to comments FA4-24 and FL2-2.

Section 4.12.1 of the EIS discusses federal safety standards for natural gas
pipelines and how these standards are applied in HCAs. Section 4.12.3 of
the EIS discusses safety-related concerns and other specific measures that
Algonquin has proposed or that we are recommending to further address
public safety concerns. As indicated in section 4.12 of the EIS, the
available data show natural gas transmission pipeline infrastructure to be a
safe, reliable means of energy transportation.

Comment noted.

Individuals



IND169 — Tina Warada

IND169-1

IND169-2

IND169-3

IND169-4
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tina m. warada, yorktown heights, NY.

What streets/addres exactly are being excavated?
Will any roads be closed?

Where does the gas come from, and where is
Why aren't local resicents being cffered the gas as an alternative to our
high priced oil and electric? What ber ts, compensations are being
made to the area residents. What's in it for us?

Who exactly will be performing this work? What temporary/permanent jcbs
will be created?

If there is a leak, can we smell iL, what are the health effects of
inhaling it?

t going?

IND169-1

IND169-2

IND169-3

IND169-4

IND-240

Appendix F of the EIS identifies all roads that would be crossed by the
Project and the crossing method. Transportation and traffic-related impacts
associated with the construction of the New York pipeline segments are
described in section 4.9.5.1 and appendix G of the EIS.

Section 1.1 of the EIS describes the purpose and need for the Project.
Section 2.0 describes the proposed facilities, including their location. Gas
transmission pipelines typically ship gas for local gas distribution
companies, who in turn provide gas service to individual homes and
businesses; they are a necessary link in getting gas to the end users. Among
the direct benefits include ad valorem taxes paid on the facilities and short-
term economic boosts during construction, as described in section 4.9.9 of
the EIS.

As discussed in section 4.9.1 of the EIS, Algonquin anticipates hiring a
substantial number of local construction workers with the requisite
experience for the installation of the natural gas facilities. Algonquin would
add three full-time permanent workers for the operation of the proposed and
modified facilities.

The Algonquin pipeline system may contain low levels of an odorant to aid
in the detection of natural gas leaks. This odorant is added by other
transmission pipeline companies before interconnecting with Algonquin.
The downstream distribution systems would add additional odorant, as
necessary, to ensure the detection of natural gas leaks.

Individuals



IND170 — Jessica Roff

20140926-5061 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 9/26/2014 10:04:18 AM
IND170-1 See the responses to comments FA4-1 and SA1-12.
IND170-1
IND170-2 IND170-2 See the responses to comments FA4-24, SA4-4, SA4-10, and FL2-2.
IND170-3 See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA4-4, and FL7-4.
IND170-3
INDI70:4 IND170-4 See the responses to comments SA4-1 and SA4-9 regarding air quality
impacts, SA4-3 regarding blowdown notification, and IND1-3 regarding
noise impacts (the analysis of noise impacts includes consideration of the
various frequencies noise would be emitted along each octave band).

IND-241 Individuals



IND170 — Jessica Roff (cont’d)
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Comment noted.

See the responses to comments FL2-2 and IND131-2.

Comment noted.

Individuals



IND171 — John Cadogan

20140926-5070 FERC PDF {(Unofficial) 9/26/2014 10:37:30 AM

IND171-1 None of the AIM Project components are located near the Three Mile Island
Plant (which is located in Dauphin County, Pennsylvania). A discussion of
safety related to the IPEC nuclear facility is included in section 4.12 of the
EIS. See also the response to comment FA4-25.

INDI71-1 oppose the Algongquin Incremental Markeh Project.

INDI71-2 |

IND171-2 See the response to comment FA4-24.

IND172 — Jessica Roff
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Vitalah Gayle Simon, Pleasantville, NY.
Dear Commissioners:

This comment is regarding the Spectra Algonquin Incremental Market (ATM)
pipeline.

INDI72-1 The DELS for this project is fatally flawed and should be withdrawn.
There are many missing studies and evaluations, including the critical IND172-1 See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA4-2, and SA7-4.
risk analysis of a NEW 42" pipeline segment crossing the Huc
entering Certlandt, NY only 1500 ft. from the Indian Point N
Center with its 40 years of spent fuel rods, on two fault 1
intersecting with two proposed 1,000 megawatl power lines. Nuclear expert
Paul Blanch has testified that the damage from a pipeline explosion in
this area would cause greater damage than the Fukishima disaster.

IND172-2 A Supplemental DEIS must be submitted for public comment.
IND172-2 See the response to comment SA1-12.
THhnk you for caring about the long term consequences of our energy
choices.

SIncerely,
Vitalah Gayle Simon

IND-243 Individuals



IND173 — Jannette Barth

20140926-5123 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 9/26/2014 1:27:21 PM
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INEN71 IND173-1 Comment noted.
INDI73-2 B e suem e IND173-2 See the response to comment FA4-1.
> DEIS is fatally £
N7 o - he IND173-3 See the response to comment LA1-10. Section 4.12 of the EIS includes an

extensive analysis of the Project impacts on public safety, including the
probabilistic level of risk of an incident.
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IND173 — Jannette Barth (cont’d)

20140926-5123 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 9/26/2014 1:27:21 PM

IND1733
(contd)

IND173-4

b
IND173-5

IND173-4

IND173-5

IND-245

Economic impacts associated with the Project, including property values, are
discussed in section 4.9.8 of the EIS. See also the response to comment
LA23-21. We also note that about 81.5 percent of the pipeline facilities in
New York are replacement of existing pipeline and, therefore, would not
result in significant new energy infrastructure that is not already present and
considered part of a community. Further, there is no evidence to support the
commentor's assertion that property values near pipelines carrying Marcellus
shale gas are likely to decline based on property values near production wells
and infrastructure.

Comment noted. As discussed in section 4.9.1 of the EIS, Algonquin
anticipates that about 15 to 76 percent of the construction workers would be
local hires, depending on the type of activity (i.e., HDD crossings).

Individuals
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IND173 — Jannette Barth (cont’d)

20140926-5123 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 9/26/2014 1:27:21 PM

IND173-5
(cont'd)

IND173-6 Comment noted. See the response to comment CO7-5.

IND173-6

IND173-7

IND173-7 Comment noted. The purpose and need for the Project is discussed in
section 1.1 of the EIS. It is beyond the scope of this EIS to assess the
potential change in the future price of natural gas due to changing demand
and potential exports, and the exact future price of natural gas to the
consumer is unknown. However, it should also be noted that the future
consumer price of energy derived from wind, water, and sunlight and other

ComysIELI jto j : : rengv;able energies is also unknown. See also the response to comment

i ,ﬂ/c:f"[ar.jc-A FL2-2.
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IND173 — Jannette Barth (cont’d)
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See the response to comment CO7-3. We also note that since entering the
pre-filing process, the AIM Project has incorporated numerous additional
mitigation measures and adopted alternate routes/variations and construction
methods to accommodate the concerns of the public and agencies.

We disagree that the EIS does not adequately address the impacts associated
with the Project. Economic impacts associated with the Project, including
property values and infrastructure, are discussed in section 4.9 of the EIS.

Individuals



IND173 — Jannette Barth (cont’d)

LULBUILUTULALD COAC FUE \VMULLALULAGL) Z/4Uj4ULe Li4li4L £

13 Barth, JM, “The Eccnomic Impact of Shale Gas Development on State
and Local Econcmies: Benefits, Costs, and Uncertainties,” New Solutions
Vol. 23(1), 2013,
http://waw.catskillcitizens.org/Barth/NS$20JM%203arth$20Final.pdf };

2) Jacobson, M., et.al., “Examining the feasibilily of converting New
York State’s all-purpose energy infras re to one using wind, water,

and ight,” Energy Policy 57 (201 601,
http://www.stanford.edu/group/efmh/jacobson/Articles/I/NewYorkWWSEnPolicy
.pdf

3) Additional examples of my writings, lectures and testimony may be

s.org/barth

found at www.catskillcitizen

IND-249
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IND174 — Ryan Arsenault
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IND-250

The use of eminent domain is discussed in section 4.8.2 of the EIS. See also
the response to comment FA6-5.

Economic impacts associated with the Project, including property values
and infrastructure, are discussed in section 4.9 of the EIS. See also the
responses to comments SA4-5 and LA23-21.

See the responses to comments FA6-1 and SA4-5.

See the response to comment LA23-21.

Comment noted. See also the response to comment FA6-5.

Individuals



IND175 — Pamela Haran
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'm aga

IND175-1 See the responses to comments FA6-5, SA4-5, and IND92-2.
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IND176 — Lucian Giordano
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IND176-5

IND-252

See the responses to comments FA4-1, FA4-25, SA4-10, SA7-4, and LA1-6.

See the responses to comments LA1-4, LA1-9, and IND85-17.

See the responses to comments CO15-4 and FL4-10.

See the responses to comments SA4-1 and SA4-9.

See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA4-2, and SA7-4.

Individuals



IND176 — Lucian Giordano (cont’d)

20140929-5002 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 9/26/2014 7:53:32 PM
INDI76-5 zone, pos al iz
(contd)
long-term impacts on the region; and IND176-6 Section 4.12.3 of the EIS discusses safety-related concerns and other
INDL76-6 - the Algonquin P specific measures that Algonquin has proposed or that we are
recommending to further address public safety concerns. See also the
oz , explo: responses to comments FA4-23, SA4-3, and CO14-25. Further,
blowdowns of natural gas from a pipeline, compressor station, or M&R
station are an infrequent occurrence.
INDI76-7 would canse additional
, existing atr wiich already oxceed EPA IND176-7 See the responses to comments SA4-1 and SA4-9.
IND176-8 studies indicate that emissions
IND176-8 See the response to comment FA4-24.
are he:
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IND176-9 minants in the gas pipeline include Radium
1 and i ec
IND176-9 See the response to comment SA4-4.
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ull ns in order for residents
IND176-11 y be
IND176-11 See the response to comment SA4-15.
and appropriate alternatives and mit trat
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IND176 — Lucian Giordano (cont’d)

INDI76-12

IND176-13

INDI176-14

INDI176-15
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IND176-12 See the response to comment SA4-3.

IND176-13 See the response to comment SA4-10.

IND176-14 See the responses to comments FA4-25 and SA4-2.

IND176-15 See the response to comment SA4-5. We also note that existing
infrastructure was previously authorized by the Commission and considered
for its environmental impact.
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IND177 — Paula Clair
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Comment noted.

See the responses to comments FA4-1 and FA6-5.

See the responses to comments SA4-5 and CO14-25.
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IND177 — Paula Clair (cont’d)
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IND177 — Paula Clair (cont’d)
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(cont'd)
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IND178 — Penelope Howell
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IND178-2

IND178-3

IND178-4
IND178-5

See the responses to comments SA4-1, SA4-9, and IND85-57 regarding air
impacts and IND1-3 regarding noise.

See the responses to comments SA1-9 and SA4-5.

See the response to comment FA4-25.

See the response to comment SA4-2.

While the gas transported by the Project is destined for New England
markets (including Connecticut, Rhode Island, and Massachusetts) rather
than New York, there would be some local benefits from ad valorem taxes
and construction-related spending, as discussed in section 4.9.9 of the EIS.
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IND179 — Tomislav Djurdjevich
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Tomislav Djurdjevich, Brooklyn, NY.
Dear Madam Secretary Bose,

I am writing ycu in opposition to the proposed new Algonguin Incremental
Market (AIM). The proposed new pipeline would cross the Hudson River from
Stony Point, Rockland County under the proposed Champlain Hudson 1000-
megawatt electric transmission line. Tt would also intersect underground
in Verplanck with another proposed West Point Partners 1000-megawatt
electric transmission line just a few hundred feet from the Indian Point
Nuclear Facility and its 40 years of spent nuclear fuel rods, near the
Ramapo and Stamford faults.

Indian Point is only 38 miles north of New York City, Lhe largest city in
the US. Indian Pcint was also along the flight route of Zmerican Airlines
Flight # 11 during the September 11 terrorist attacks. There is also risk
from natural disasters like another Hurricane Sandy or Irene. Any one of
these risk factors (spent nuclear fuel rods, electric transmission lines,
spillage from the pipeline, fault lines) on their own is a recipe for
disaster. Any combination of these risk factors would be catastrophic.

Thank you very much for your time and consideration in this important
matter.

Sincerely,

Tomislav S. Djurdjevich
Brooklyn, NY

IND179-1

IND-260

See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA4-2, SA7-4, and CO7-6. While
the IPEC is along the flight route of American Airlines flight no. 11, it was
not the intended target of this attack (nor did any of the flights hijacked
during the 9/11 attack target nuclear facilities). This further supports the EIS
conclusion that the likelihood of future acts of terrorism along any of the
AIM Project facilities is unpredictable and does not diminish the need for
natural gas infrastructure.

Individuals



IND180 — Laura Szandyba
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Laura Szandyba, Coeymans, NY.

The Draft Sta ent needs to be revised please cover all aspects
especially safety related conflicts and impacts associated with gas
extraction. What is to come of NY's future if we do not cover the
pessible oulcomes to sensitive ecosystems. We have to be wiser and use
our knowledge for the better good and not possibly allow opening that
compromise our health and futures and destroy ecosystems. Please include
the following:

INDIBO-1

1) The Atlantic Bridge Prcject must be comprehensively evaluated in
the DEIS. Failing to include the Atlantic Bridge Project impermissibly
segments environmental review.
2) Necessary information that FERC identified as missing from the DEIS
INDI80-3 must be submitted by Algonquin and evaluated before FERC makes a decision
about significant environmental impacts. Outstanding information includes
the site specific crossing plan for the Catskill Aqueducl and final
conclusions regarding potential safety related conflicts with Indian
Point.
3} Cumulative impacts must be fully evaluated. In addition to the
INDI180-4 Atlantic Bridge Project, this analysis should include an evaluation of
the impacts associated with increased industrial gas extraction
activities that will be facilitated by the AIM Project, which will
considerably expand natural gas de ery capacity in the Northeast Region
and therefore increase demand for gas extraction,

IND180-2

Sincerely
Laura Szandyba

IND180-1

IND180-2
IND180-3

IND180-4

IND-261

See the response to comment FA4-24.

See the response to comment FA3-5.

See the responses to comments FA4-25 and SA11-9.

See the responses to comments FA3-5 and FA4-24.

Individuals



IND181 — Paula Brunetti
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Paula Brunetti, Pascoag, RT.

In reference Lo the BAngloquin Incremental Market ( AIM ) Project
docket CP-14-96-000/PF 13-16-000, I stand in opposition. I am not
willing to support, nor condone, any endeavor whose base of

operation is vreliant upon fracking.

Approval of such a project would be akin ng approval
to the opening of Pandora’s Box. Once the havoc 1is unleashed
there will be no turning back

Yes, the immediate gratification of increased jobs can be seen
as an incentive but it is not worth the long term ramifications
from fracking.

IND181-1

IND-262

Comment noted. See also the response to comment FA4-24.
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